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The Organized Strength 
of the Jewish Workers 
in Palestine is our 


FRONT LINE 
OF DEFENSE 


The Organized Support 
of American Jewry in 
this Decisive Hour is 


OUR ANSWER 
TO BEVIN 


Give your time— 
Give your money— 


to help us raise 


$5,000,000 


for the 


HISTADRUT 


During 5707 


The 
National Committee 


for 


Labor Palestine 


wishes all friends of the 
HISTADRUT 
a Happy New Year 


od 
Joseph Schlossberg, 
National Chairman 


Isaac Hamlin, 
National Secretary 
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Comment and Review 








PALESTINE SURVEY: 
The Struggle 


N THESE SURVEYS, from month to month, one 
theme and question has recurred with a fatal per- 
sistency: Why are the British so systematically, so 
unscrupulously, and with so apparently deliberate a 
policy of provocation, rejecting every chance to 
mitigate the struggle with the Jewish resistance? 
Why are they so eagerly seizing upon every oppor- 
tunity to embitter the conflict? We know that the 
“Cairo clique” of Colonial office stalwarts and cer- 
tain army circles are determined to carry a “pro- 
Arab” orientation to every anti-Zionist extreme; we 
know that certain Foreign Office figures are so 
blinded by the Soviet threat that they will counte- 
nance the most heedless policy of appeasement; we 
know, and it has been admitted, (freely and frankly 
by some commentators, implicitly by diplomats) 
even in London, that Mosley men and other anti- 
Semites in the British forces in Palestine welcome 
the chance to beat, to pillage, and destroy in the Jew- 
ish Homeland. But we had always hoped that in 
Whitehall and in 10 Downing Street another spirit 
would prevail; that there would be a sincere wish to 
leave open a way to peace and reconciliation with the 
Agency, the Yishuv, and the Haganah; that there 
would be an ultimate revulsion against a policy which 
was driving Great Britain to acts of mounting in- 
humanity. But the events in last month’s struggle, 
(during the very course of last month’s “negotia- 
tions”) have followed so ominous a pattern, so deadly 
a design, that it becomes more difficult than ever to 
suppose that they were not involved in a strategic 
plan which had the sanction of the highest authority. 
And the purport, the final end of that design is un- 
mistakable: not to preserve peace, but to provoke 
battle; not to preserve peace, but to challenge the 
Haganah and crush the Yishuv. 


No MORE is needed than a simple chronicle of the 
major events in last month’s struggle in order to 
show the clear tracing of this design. 

1) Following the King David Hotel bombing, the 
British, on the pretext of seeking out the culprits, 
took the extraordinary measure of imprisoning a 
whole city of 200,000 people in house arrest for 
four days, without prior warning. The searches which 
followed passed off without major incident only be- 
cause Haganah asked Tel-Avivians to submit quietly 
to the troop operations. There was only the “normal” 
amount of wreckage, theft, personal injury at the 
hands of British troops, and such demonstrations of 
tact and delicacy as the search for arms in the Great 


Synagogue, in the presence of a British Chaplain, 
who went along to see that the “boys” behaved. 

2) Following the quiet passage of this nerve-wrack- 
ing trial, Palestine and world Jewry was greeted by 
the most hypocritically insulting screed yet issued 
from London against the Jews, in a period which has 
been marked by lavish abuse at the hands of a Bevin, 
a General Morgan, and a General Spears. It is im- 
possible in this space to point out in detail the mali- 
cious distortions and the hollow self-righteousness of 
the British government’s statement on immigration 
of August 12; but one passage is too curious and 
significant to pass over unnoted. The British govern- 
ment complains in its statement of August 12 that 
“British soldiers, doing their duty, have been killed, 
wounded, and kidnapped, not in open and straight- 
forward battle, but from ambush... .” In short: 
Come out and fight! A more irresponsible utterance 
has hardly been recorded by a government which 
protests its concern with maintaining the peace. In 
this passage, and through the multiple taunts and 
slanders sprinkled throughout the statement, the 
British all but openly challenged the Jewish resist- 
ance to abandon its avoidance of bloodshed in favor 
of a full, unrestricted campaign of all-out warfare,— 
which might give the British military an excuse for 
the area bombing of Jewish cities and villages, with 


‘which Dr. Chaim Weizmann had been threatened. 


3) In line with the August 12 statement’s dictum: 
“, .. since there is evidence that the terrorist element 
among the Jews has been reinforced from the ranks 
of the illegal immigrants, their promiscuous intro- 
duction cannot be tolerated any longer,” the British 
army, Royal Navy, and R.A.F. units immediately, in 
a combined operation, deported to Cyprus—a con- 
siderable number of pregnant women and a fair pro- 
portion of orphan children among refugees held in 
Haifa harbor. The experience of Jewish institutions 
with this type of immigrant has been that they were 
so shattered by their sufferings that even officials and 
social workers on errands of mercy and relief were 
met with the dread and suspicion learned in Nazi 
camps. The British came against them with tear gas 
bombs and lines of hose to flood the stinking holds 
of the ships where the refugees resisted deportation. 

The Haganah reaction was an unarmed storming 
of the Haifa barricades on the night of the deporta- 
tion, with the loss of three lives. Later, both “Lib- 
erty” ships which the British used as floating jails 
were damaged by daring individual actions, in one 
case under a hail of machine gun bullets and depth 
charges. While Haifa harbor has been made less than 
safe for the prison galleys of the Royal Navy, it was 
not the “open battle” the August 12 statement had 








hankered after; it could not very well be used as an 
occasion for, let us say, the bombing of Haifa. 


4) A further step was the transfer of Arab Legion 
troops from the “independent” Transjordan to help 
repress the Jews of Jerusalem. The soothing effect 
this measure was likely to have may be judged by 
the past record of this soldiery (used in Palestine 
before they were independent) which included try- 
ing to run Jewish civilian buses off the highways and 
threats to shoot up their passengers, as well as less 
playful attacks against the Jewish community. 

5) Not yet satisfied, the British military again issued 
death sentences for acts of Jewish resistance—this 
time against eighteen boys of the Stern group. Sen- 
tences of life imprisonment were pronounced against 
four girls. These were the survivors of a larger group 
caught at a road block after sabotaging the Haifa 
railroad workshops. 

At about the same time a British officer, on trial 
before a British military tribunal for shooting in the 
back the first Jew he met in the streets of Tel Aviv 
after the hostage kidnapping of British officers which 
followed the earlier death sentences, was found not 
guilty of murder—because he had acted under the 
stress of those unusual circumstances. 

These were the conditions of the struggle in Pales- 
tine under which the Jewish Agency was striving to 
regain a basis for negotiations with Great Britain 
leading to a definite solution for Palestine’s troubled 
state. 


The Negotiations 


ON THE diplomatic level, last month began with 
the refusal of the United States to lend its support 
to the British plan for “communal federalism” in 
Palestine. After an intensive study of the “federaliza- 
tion” project, during which the American members of 
the Anglo-American Committee of Inquiry were 
called to Washington for consultation, it became 
clear that: 1) the plan was only a variant of an 
earlier British proposal that had been decisively re- 
jected in the course of reaching the unanimous con- 
clusions of the Anglo-American Committee; 2) it 
constituted not an implementation, but a direct viola- 
tion of the spirit of the Committee’s report, repre- 
senting, in fact, no more than a refurbished edition 
of the principles of the White Paper of 1939. (See 
the detailed critique of the “federalization” plan on 
p. Off. of this issue.) , 

The resultant withdrawal of the United States 
from further partnership with Great Britain in nego- 
tiating the Palestine issue was a culmination which 
British manoeuvres during the past years have made 
all but inevitable. Ever since President Truman en- 
tered the Palestine picture, he has evidently been the 
target of a series of extraordinary demands by the 


- British on the score of “sharing responsibility.” The 


concrete terms of these demands have been so out- 
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rageously unrelated to the real situation in Palestine, 
that the true motive for posing them can only have 
been to frighten the Americans off. 

Thus, the first indication of this manoeuvering 
was President Truman’s inexplicable statement that 
it might require half a million American soldiers to 
pacify Palestine—a fantastic piece of nonsense which 
only the British can have suggested. Later, Foreign 
Secretary Bevin began speaking of vast sums of 
money, altogether out of proportion to the real needs, 
which England did not feel able to put up alone in 
Palestine. 

On the other hand, while pressing upon America 
such unconscionable and baseless demands for “shar- 
ing” the responsibility in Palestine, the British, by 
one device or another, beat back every suggestion the 
United States made for altering Palestine policy 
towards greater conformity with humanitarian de- 
mands and international obligations. The urgent 
need to admit 100,000 DP’s still remains, even more 
bitterly urgent today. The compromise arrived at 
unanimously by the Anglo-American Committee— 
specific as to emergency and immediate problems, 
vague and flexible as to ultimate status—was speed- 
ily discarded by the British, as soon as President 
Truman asked for the speedy implementation of defi- 
nite emergency recommendations and further con- 
sideration of the vaguely outlined ultimate goal. In- 
stead, the British adopted as their fixed policy two 
projects firmly rejected by the Anglo-American Com- 
mittee: first, the suppression of the Haganah and the 
breaking of the Jewish Agency; second, the so-called 
“communal federalism” scheme for the undoing of 
the Balfour Declaration. 

With this record to consider, the United States 
government was fully entitled to conclude that their 
participation in the Palestine negotiations was not to 
the liking of the British government. 


AND, indeed, the British in London displayed their 
version of President Truman’s response to the “fed- 
eralization” plan with a certain air of triumph: they 
reported that the President of the United States, un- 
able, for fear of American public opinion, “either to 
support or reject” the “federalization” plan, had 
thrown the whole problem back into Great Britain’s 
lap. The implication was that London now felt free 
to proceed as it chose without considering Washing- 
ton. 

We need not take for granted either the accuracy 
of the London rendering of President Truman’s 
reply, nor the hint that the British are wholly pleased 
by the American withdrawal,—even though that was 
so obviously the result of the persistent pressure of 
past British behavior in the Anglo-American co- 
operation on Palestine. As to the second point, there 
is no need to stress that, despite their cavalier treat- 
ment of the United States in this matter, the British 
cannot do without American sympathy and even 
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support in Palestine. And as to the first point, it is 
well known that the President did not simply throw 
the problem back into Britain’s lap. After so many 
rebuffs, it is easy to understand why the President 
did not wish any longer to offer counter-proposals 
“of his own.” But he did not leave everything to the 
British: he conveyed counter-proposals formulated 
by the Jewish Agency—a clear indication that nego- 
tiations entered into on this basis would not lack 
American sympathy or support. 


THE DETAILS of the Jewish Agency proposals which 
have been reported in the press reveal quite clearly 
how much the whole Yishuv, and responsible Jewish 
leaders in all other countries, are ready to sacrifice 
for peace—for the opportunity to continue rebuild- 
ing; for the chance to rescue immediately the scat- 
tered survivors of Israel in Europe, to save them from 
another winter of horror in DP camps, in Warsaw 
and in Budapest, or on “illegal” journeys which only 
the boldest and the strongest, or the most desperate 
can hope to complete successfully. The Agency, un- 
able to deal\ directly with a Britain that held Jewish 
leaders imprisoned and had just undertaken a mad 
campaign to pen the immigrant Jews up in Cyprus, 
-sent, through the good offices of the United States, 
an offer to partition Palestine—but on a basis that 
would allow for a “viable” Jewish State. 

Subsequent negotiations with British representa- 
tives in Paris and London revolved around this major 
point: the Agency wished to ascertain with some de- 
gree of certainty that the formation of a viable Jew- 
ish State in at least part of Palestine would be consid- 
ered at the conference. 

It is not yet known whether negotiations on this 
matter can lead to a situation which will permit the 
Jewish Agency to participate in the September 9 
talks. The British attitude, as revealed in certain re- 
cent comments by a spokesman for Prime Minister 
Attlee, does not encourage hope on this score. The 
statesman declared that the British would prefer to 
have neither imprisoned Jewish leaders (like Sher- 
tok, wartime organizer of the Jewish Brigade and 
other military aid in the Allied cause) nor the ex- 
Mufti (accused of directly instigating the murder of 
millions of Jews, as well as of collaboration with the 
Axis in Iraq, Yugoslavia, the USSR and elsewhere) 
attend the Conference. 

If Jews should find it possible to attend the Con- 
ference they would go into it not in the spirit mani- 
fested by certain of the Arabs, who have openly de- 
clared that they expect it to fail (and by insisting 
on the presence of the Mufti and rejecting the repre- 
sentatives of. anti-Mufti elements in Palestine are 
doing their best to ensure its failure) and are attend- 
ing only to clear the decks for subsequent action. 
Jews would go, if enabled to do so, with a sincere and 
earnest wish for a final solution of the conflict in 
Palestine—and, as they have shown, they would go in 
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a spirit of compromise. But on these points there will 
be no retreat: that the immediate resettlement of 
large numbers of homeless Jews in Palestine must 
be made possible; that the Jews must be given suffi- 
cient powers and facilities in Palestine at once to 
Carry out this project of rescue; and, as an integral 
part of the above demands, Palestine should be so 
administered from now on that the establishment of 
a viable Jewish state, in a definitely fixed period, 
should be achieved. 


The Minister's Plaint 


by Nathan Alterman 


“Please put your guns away. Don’t blow up the 
British Tommy who is quite innocent in this business. 
You are creating another phase of anti-Semitic feel- 
ing in the British Army.” 

ERNEST BEVIN, Bournemouth, June 12 


THE minister’s plaint is a just one, I guess; 

What has the young Tommy to do with this mess? 
But as the grieved statesman indignantly spoke 

I thought of an old tragi-comical joke. 


‘x 


To her grandson once grandma unburdened her 
heart, 

As she plied him with tea and many a tart: 

“T hear, my dear child, that again you must roam 

To war on the Turks in lands far from home. 

So pay strict attention and heed what I say, 

And follow your grandmother’s counsel straight- 
way. 


“Do your duty and fearlessly battle the Turk, 

But, my son, make sure that you don’t overwork. 
Shoot a Turk, then lie down for a nap free from care, 
Shoot a Turk, then go out for a breath of fresh air; 
Shoot a Turk; eat and drink; have plenty of rest. 
Remember, of blessings, good health is the best.” 


THE grandson smiled wanly and answered his 
granny: 
“Many thanks for your counsel so kind and so canny: 
But I'd like to know what will happen should be, 
This Turk whom you mention, start shooting at me? 


THE elderly woman wrung both her frail hands; 
“My child, God forbid, but the Turk understands. 
Who would do such a thing? For what reason? Speak 
true: 
What could the Turk ever have against you?” 


Translated by MARIE SYRKIN 





THE REFUGEES 


HE EXPECTED DEMISE of UNRRA at the end 

year, and the human misery it will inevitably en- 
tail, is one of the penalties of the savage Great 
Power rivalry which now dominates international 
politics. The major donors of UNRRA’s funds, the 
United States and Great Britain, have determined 
against extending the relief agency’s life mot because 
food, clothing, and other supplies are no longer 
urgently needed in the recipient countries: famine 
and want still prey upon more than half the globe. 
Nor is it because the peoples of these great democ- 
racies are resolved to withhold further brotherly aid 
from other countries: arrangements may still be 
made, we are told, both between individual countries 
and through international food and health organiza- 
tions, for the supply of goods to be continued. We 
are not yet certain that such new arrangements will 
really be made, nor whether they can effectively re- 
place the services of UNRRA. But despite this omin- 
ous uncertainty, the political conflicts and complica- 
tions that have arisen in the UNRRA framework 
have caused its major supporters to decide that they 
wish greater freedom of action to determine in each 
case the conditions on which they will supply or 
withhold supplies from countries. 


AMONG the most tragic victims of UNRRA’s dis- 
appearance, just as they have been among the most 
hapless of its “clientele,” during its past operations, 
are the “DP’s,” the “non-repatriable displaced per- 
sons,” the refugees. The special difficulties which this 
change will mean for them—for they are without 
the protection of a state—have been recognized by 
UNRRA. It therefore decided, at its last month’s 
Geneva meeting, to make special arrangements in 
order to care for DP’s, especially the children among 
them, during a six-month period until July 1947, 
during which UNRRA’s liquidation will be carried 
out. In the meantime the greatest confusion reigns 
as to just what fate awaits them next year. 

The new international body which is to take over 
the DP’s from UNRRA, the International Refugee 
Organization (IRO), is only in the planning stage, 
with major differences of opinion still raging between 
the Soviet and Western blocs. Even if a draft con- 
stitution for the IRO is presented to the United Na- 
tions at the earliest opportunity, it is inconceivable 
that it could be adopted, ratified, and implemented 
in terms of budget and organization by January, 
1947. It is even doubtful whether the new organiza- 
tion will be prepared to take over from UNRRA in 
July, but this is at least within the realm of possi- 
bility. 

When this fact was first realized, one suggestion 
that was proposed was for the allied armies of occu- 
pation, mainly the Americans and the British, to take 
over the DP camps completely, utilizing former 
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UNRRA personnel. UNRRA Director Fiorella La 
Guardia violently rejected this idea, charging that the 
army planned simply to dump the unfortunate DP’s 
on the German economy—already strained by war 
dislocation, the four zone administration, and the 
influx of deported Germans—and force them to fend 
for themselves there. He therefore insisted that the 
problem continue to be handled “internationally.” 
His own idea, apparently, is to try to reduce its scope 
as far as possible during the ten months UNRRA 
expects to continue dealing with it, so that the new 
refugee agency, the IRO, will be in a better position 
to solve it finally. 


This, apparently, is the purpose behind Director 
La Guardia’s sweeping change in the personnel of 
UNRRA in Europe, by which he removed not only 
Lt. Gen. Morgan, but a large proportion of other 
Britons among over a hundred and fifty officers. It 
seems to be La Guardia’s intention to give the Soviet 
bloc an opportunity to try, in the near future, to per- 
suade Baltic, Polish and Yugoslav DP’s to return 
home: persons trusted by the governments in ques- 
tion are to visit the camps. Symptomatic also is the 
fact that the immediate occasion of Lt. Gen. Morgan’s 
“release” was apparently a remark ascribed to him 
accusing Eastern Europeans on the UNRRA staff of 
criminal and espionage activities. On the other 
hand, La Guardia has also gone on record as saying 
that charges of “collaborationism” and sympathy 
for fascism must not be held indefinitely against the 
DP’s; that such accusation must be made specific, the 
individuals named and dealt with rapidly, and the 
whole question then dropped once and for all. 

It is clearly Mr. La Guardia’s plan to do a quick 
clean-up job on the main controversy which has split 
the Western and Eastern blocs with regard to the 
DP’s: the question of the Balts, Poles, and Yugo- 
slavs who, for political reasons, refuse to be repat- 
riated. If'he is successful, the task of setting up IRO 
and starting it on its path will be made considerably 
easier. 


Mr. LA GUARDIA has also demanded that the Brit- 
ish dominions, Latin America, and first of all, his 
own country, the United States of America, open 
their doors to the non-repartriable DP’s and refu- 


gees. For despite any success which may be attained ° 


in reducing the scope of the problem through re- 
patriation, the bulk of the homeless mass in the 
camps will have to find permanent homes through 
resettlement. 

What are the prospects of satisfying this demand 
of the UNRRA director? 

The record of replies on this point sent by various 
governments to the United Nations committee 
charged with setting up the IRO read strangely like 
the protocols of the ill-starred Evian Conference 
of 1938. 
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The British Dominions with one voice claimed: 
(1) that whatever room they had immediately avail- 
able for new settlement was reserved in the first in- 
stance for returning soldiers, and then for Britishers; 
and (2) that shipping shortages made the admission 
of DP’s during the next two years or so, until the 
demobilization and return of soldiers was completed, 
a very remote possibility. 

Among the Latin American countries, some in- 
dicated a desire to populate their vast spaces by ad- 
mitting DP’s; but strict conditions seem likely to 
apply. Brazil, generally favoring the admission of 
Portuguese and Spanish immigrants above ail others, 
indicated that its need for hundreds of thousands of 
settlers might also open a prospect of permanent set- 
tlement to Catholic peasants among the DP’s. Argen- 
tina is reported to have held out a welcoming hand 
to Norwegian quislings and the troops of General 
Anders’ army. This report has been denied, but the 
anti-Semitic reputation of the head of the Argen- 
tine immigration department is sufficient guarantee 
that there is no possible solution here for the Jewish 
DP’s—even if one accepts the prevalent conception 
that Jews are to be sent, like so much baggage, to any 
available destination, regardless of their own choice 
in the matter. Only the Dominican Republic, as at 
Evian, specifically welcomed Jews together with 
others; but experience with the settlement already 
established there does not permit this offer to be 
regarded as anything more than a friendly gesture. 


The United States had already attempted, alone 
among the nations, to give some outlet to the tor- 
tured Jewish DP’s, but until recently only within 
the limits of the immigration laws. The directive 
of December 22, 1945 setting up consular services 
in the American zone of occupation in Germany, did 
speed up the admission of a number of needy cases. 
Moreover, the fact that of 3,452 persons admitted 
until August 7, 2,477 were Jewish, proves that the 
extreme need of Hitler’s foremost victims was given 
special consideration. Still, these very figures also 
show how puny was the relief possible under exist- 
ing American laws in comparison with the scope of 
the problem. The decision was therefore taken last 
month by President Truman to ask Congress for 
emergency action to admit a set number (the figure 
generally spoken of is 50,000) of refugees,” includ- 
ing Jews’—over and above the ordinary quotas. 
It will be well into next year before this proposal, 
if it is found acceptable by Congress at all, can be 
of any concrete assistance to the refugees, “including 
Jews.” Nevertheless, the spirit which led President 
Truman to make it public (at the same time as he 
announced the American refusal to participate in the 
British “federalization plan” for Palestine and re- 
iterated his plea for the admission of the 100,000 
to Palestine) can only be cordially welcomed by all 
friends of man. 

The British contribution to the solution of the 
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refugee problem was twofold: on the one hand they 
expressed their continuing interest in finding a per- 
manent home for the displaced Poles of Gen. Anders’ 
army, by moving them temporarily to Britain; on the 
other hand, they entered upon their savage campaign 
to prevent Jews from coming to Palestine—them- 
selves deporting Jews to Cyprus, and calling (un- 
successfully) on the European authorities and gov- 
ernments to pen them up in the places where they 
now are—one cannot say Jive. 

A final, and perhaps the most revealing, commen- 
tary on the status of the homeless Jew in this world 
was the reaction of the Cypriots to the news that 
Jews were to be interned among them. At first they 
protested in a spasm of fear lest the British intended 
to alter the Greek ethnic character of their island. 
Then when firm assurances, backed up by demonstra- 
tion, had been given that the Jews were to be held 
strictly on temporary, internment-camp conditions, 
the Cypriots objected again that bringing in Jews 
might adversely affect the food supply situation. 


HUMAN RIGHTS 


_ THE HOPES well-meaning lib- 
erals may place in the ultimate protection of 
human rights by the United Nations’ Human Rights 
Commission and Social and Economic Council, Jew- 
ish organizations, at least, have reached a common 
understanding that other ways to the same end must 
certainly not be neglected. During the past month 
attempts were made to secure international protec- 
tion of these rights through two separate channels: 
in connection with the applications of new nations 
for membership in the United Nations; and, at Paris, 
in connection with the peace treaties under “discus- 
sion” there. On both occasions, nations are appear- 
ing before a tribunal of other nations, seeking the 
grant of a certain recognition within the international 
community, which bears with it, in the one case, the 
enjoyment of tangible advantages and, in the other, 
the release from heavy burdens. Terms for such rec- 
ognition may well be set; and Jewish organizations, 
as well as others concerned with international order 
and fundamental freedoms, conceived that respect 
for human rights might well be effectively ensured 
by being included among the terms. 


AN ATTEMPT was made by the World Jewish Con- 
gress to have the United Nations consider the matter 
of anti-Jewish persecution being practiced in 
Afghanistan, in passing on that country’s applica- 
tion for membership. This might be considered a sort 
of test case of the possibility of the United Nations’ 
making the respect of human rights one of the cri- 
teria for admission to membership. 

The only criterion mentioned in the United Na- 
tions Charter itself is that prospective members must 
be “peace-loving.” Liberals have hoped that respect 








for human rights might be regarded as one of the 
elements defining a nation’s “peace-loving” charac- 
ter, so that the threat of non-admission on this basis 
might be used to induce applicant countries to ob- 
serve the Four Freedoms. The attempt to bar Afghan- 
istan as not “peace-loving” because of its violation 
of human rights in the case of the Jews may be re- 
garded as an effort to carry through this interpreta- 
tion. If successful, it might establish responsibility 
on the part of the Security Council and the General 
Assembly (which admit new members to the United 
Nations) to act directly on behalf of human rights 
in cases of this sort. 

But it would have a more far-reaching, if less 
tangible effect also. The UN is committed by sev- 
eral passages in its Charter to encourage respect for 
human rights. At the same time it is under instruc- 
tions not to interfere in any matter “essentially” 
within the domestic jurisdiction of member nations. 
The most reliable criterion indicated in the Charter 
of matters not essentially within domestic jurisdiction 
lies in the clauses providing for the prevention of 
“situations” and “disputes” potentially leading to 
breaches of the peace. A determination, therefore, 
that the persecution of Jews in Afghanistan argues 
against classifying that country as “peace-loving” 
would have a general tendency to put “situations” 
and “disputes” involving human rights and funda- 
mental freedoms into the realm of war-breeding 
phenomena and thus beyond the scope of “essen- 
tially” domestic jurisdiction. A determination to the 
contrary, of course, would make the already slim 
chances of effectively protecting human rights 
through the UN even slimmer. 

The second alternative is what is happening. It is 
obvious that the whole idea of admission to the UN 
is being handled by the Great Powers today under 
the dominant influence of one ruling idea: each 
major Power in the UN wishes to bring into the 
body (and therefore regards as “peace-loving” ) those 
countries, chiefly, whom it relies upon to vote on its 
own side. 

Afghanistan happens to be a border country be- 
tween the Soviet Union and the British Empire, not 
yet irrevocably taken into camp by either of the UN 
blocs — and therefore favored for membership by 
both. If everything else in the Jewish campaign 
against admitting Afghanistan to the UN was as ill- 
planned as the very choice of this stalking horse, the 
effort was doomed from the beginning to the in- 
different reception it has now been accorded. But it 
is hard to believe that the best-laid plan and most 
carefully chosen occasion for attempting this method 
of protecting human rights internationally could 
have succeeded today. 


ALL the Jewish organizations at Paris, we learn, have 
united on certain provisions which they are urging 
for inclusion in the peace treaties. The program in- 
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cludes provisions for strengthening the human rights 
clauses, and especially for establishing international 
organs of supervision regarding human rights 
clauses already included in draft treaties prepared by 
the Big Four. The Jewish program also calls for, 
1) proper treaty provision to be made (in the form 
of reparations, for example, and through the restora- 
tion to Jewish communities and agencies of heirless 
former Jewish property) for the material indemnifi- 
cation of Jewish wartime losses; 2) guaranteeing 
the right of Jews freely to leave certain (ex-enemy) 
countries, where their situation is intolerable; and 
3) the guarantee to Jews, and to other minority 
groups, of rights to preserve their language and cul- 
ture, and exercise religious freedom. 

The success of this program so far has not been 
brilliant. The Czechoslovak delegate, Mr. Jan 
Masaryk, doubted whether he could support Jewish 
demands for the protection of ethnic minorities and 
minority cultures —an attitude he had to take, in 
view of the determined effort of his government to 
root out completely all vestiges of “minorities prob- 
lems.” Nothing has been said specifically so far re- 
garding the demands for Jewish indemnification; but 
in most of the countries in question, Soviet occupa- 
tion authorities are exercising a first lien on all eco- 
nomic resources, to the exclusion often of other 
Allied claims (with which Jews are asking equal 
consideration) and, in some cases, extending specifi- 
cally to former Jewish property. As to the “right to 
leave,” Great Britain, at the same time the Jewish 
demand was presented, was conducting an energetic 
campaign to have it denied Jews all over Europe; 
and if the Eastern bloc countries showed a tendency 
to concede the Jews this right in a certain degree, it 
was only under the pressure of specific conditions— 
it is not to be hoped that they would set it down 
formally in documents such as the peace treaties. 

The most definite impasse was reached on what 
was, in a sense, the major demand: international 
supervision of the observance of human rights in ex- 
enemy territory. The United States, for reasons of its 
own policy which we have no reason to connect with 
the Jewish demands at Paris, proposed that in terri- 
tories to be ceded by Italy, such as Venezia Giulia 
and Libya, the new sovereign must guarantee observ- 
ance of the Four Freedoms. Australia expanded this 
proposal to cover al] the peace treaties and proposed 
the establishment of an international court which 
should be empowered to supervise the observance of 
the proposed treaty clauses. 


These demands called forth emphatic opposition ~ 


on the part of the Soviet bloc. The rights of “domes- 
tic jurisdiction” were invoked. 

Thus, at this writing the chances that the Jewish 
delegations will carry through any substantial part 
of their demands regarding international guarantees 
for human rights in the ex-enemy countries seem 
very, very slight. 
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Memorandum on the 
“Federalization” Plan 


by An Economist 


The following document on certain aspects of the “British- 
American experts’” plan for Palestine was prepared by an 
outstanding American economist, who is thoroughly fa- 
miliar with conditions in Palestine. It was written in Lon- 


don shortly after the Federalization plan was finally drafted. 


Summary of Conclusions 


1. THE proposals for the implementation of the Report of 
the Anglo-American Committee of Enquiry, developed in 
London during a two-week period ending July 24, 1946, 
are not, in our judgment, merely deficient in detail. They 
are basically wrong in conception and need to be replaced 
by a programme articulated in a quite different spirit. 


2. IN sharp contrast to the Report of the Anglo-American 
Committee of Enquiry, the London proposals fail to reflect 
any sense of the dire position of the displaced Jews of 
Europe and of the urgency of the immigration of the 
first 100,000 to Palestine. By making the immigration of 
the 100,000 contingent on Arab acquiescence and on the 
acceptance of a new constitution by Arabs and Jews, the 
London proposals actually defer the immigration of the 
100,000 indefinitely. 


3. IN further contrast to the Anglo-American Committee 
of Enquiry, the London negotiators seem to have failed 
entirely to grasp the dynamic character of Jewish need for 
Palestine as that need develops over time. The proposals 
for limiting the area of Jewish settlement, in particular, 
while quite fair to the existing Jewish population, stati- 
cally considered, do not take into account the continuing 
need for immigration into Palestine and for a diversified 
economy with a healthy balance of occupations. 


4. UNDER the name of provincial “autonomy,” the London 
proposals set up two undemocratic and weak provincial 
Governments under the complete dictatorship of a central 
Government controlled entirely by a British High Com- 
missioner. Neither Arabs nor Jews will accept such a sham 
autonomy. The Jews, in particular, now have much 
stronger, democratic self-government in the Jewish Agency 
-and the Vaad Leumi. 


5. THE economic and financial provisions of the London 
proposals, while using the public funds of the U. S. gen- 
erously for grants for Arab development in Palestine and 
for the appeasement of the Arab League, provide nothing 
firm in the way of the UNRRA assistance, grants, or loans 
for the transitional care and resettlement of the immigrant 
Jews—the most profoundly wronged survivors of Nazi 
aggression and the Nazi extermination policy. 


Immigration into Palestine 


THE ANGLO-AMERICAN Committee of Enquiry (which 
completed its Report on April 20, 1946) recommended 
(a) that 100,000 certificates be authorized immediately for 
the admission of European Jews into Palestine, (b) that 
these certificates be issued as far as possible in 1946, and 
(c) that actual immigration be pushed forward as rapidly 
as conditions would permit (Recommendation No. 2). 


The London proposals, instead of implementing the 
previous Report, actually largely abandon it. These pro- 
posals make the authorization of the 100,000 certificates 
conditional on (1) the absence of strong Arab opposition 
and (2) the acceptance of a new constitutional order for 
Palestine. Now, it is clear, with respect to (1), that the 
Arabs are disposed or can be induced—if need be by a 
Conference called specially for that purpose—to oppose 
Jewish immigration as violently as any British Government 
may deem necessary to preclude such immigration. More- 
over, with respect to (2), the pseudo-autonomy embodied 
in that new constitutional proposals is so frustrating to both 
Jews and Arabs that both are almost certain to reject it 
out-of-hand. The combined effect of these two stipulations, 
therefore, is to postpone the authorization of the 100,000 
certificates indefinitely—in direct contradiction to the Re- 
port of the Anglo-American Committee of Enquiry, which 
placed no conditions on the immediate authorization of 
the 100,000 certificates. These stipulations also mean, on 
the part of the U. S. delegation, the abandonment of the 
policy of immediate and unconditional transfer of the 
100,000 that was enunciated by President Truman in his 
statement as of April 30, 1946, and on several subsequent 
occasions. 

Even should the above obstacle be surmounted, there is 
no guarantee—and no reasonable prospect—in the London 
proposals that the 100,000 will be transferred to Palestine 
in six months, in a year, or in any determinate period. 
Everything is left to the discretion of a Palestine Govern- 
ment that has hitherto shown itself profoundly unsympa- 
thetic to Jewish immigration—as constituting a disturbing 
force in what it regards as the desirable pattern of im- 
perial relations in the Middle East. The Palestine Govern- 
ment is quite free, under the London proposals, either (a) 
to use its economic powers (especially failure to grant im- 
port licenses and financial facilities) so as to render immi- 
gration extremely difficult or (b) to halt immigration 
outright on the ground that, in its sovereign judgment, the 
conditions are not favourable for further immigration. Had 
the Conference in London been genuinely interested in 
facilitating the speedy entrance of the 100,000 there should 
have been much discussion of sources of materials and 
supplies, of plans for UNRRA assistance, etc., etc. The 
absence of such discussion in the London proposals is all 
the more disquieting since the Jewish Agency—the one 
body genuinely interested in speeding up Jewish immigra- 
tion—was not, in those proposals, assigned such powers 
and facilities as would be most helpful in accelerating the 
immigration. 

For the longer run also, while restricting the Jews to 
15 per cent of western Palestine, the London proposals do 
not place the inflow of immigrants under Jewish control— 
even so far as this restricted area is concerned. To bring in 
immigrants rapidly, one needs freedom to license imports 
and to borrow money abroad, etc., etc. All these powers 
are reserved to the High Commissioner. Moreover, such sec- 
Ondary powers as are given to the provinces are entrusted 
to a puppet Government, appointed by the High Commis- 
sioner and subject to his control. Finally, even this puppet 
creation of the High Commissioner is not permitted to 
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determine the level of immigration: it may merely express 
its desire. The High Commissioner, on his own judgment 
of economic absorptive capacity, will determine the legal 
level of immigration. If the Provincial Government is dis- 
satisfied with this determination, it may appeal to the 
United Nations. Such an appeal will—on past experience 
with the Permanent Mandates Commission—probably take 
a year to be determined: even then, the United Nations 
will probably have no effective administrative mechanism 
for carrying out its determinations rapidly. 

The British Government was given a mandate over Pal- 
estine for the primary purpose of “facilitating Jewish im- 
migration”. The Anglo-American Committee of Enquiry 
(in its Recommendation No. 6) re-affirmed the binding 
obligation to accomplish that purpose. The London pro- 
posals fail, however, even to confront sympathetically the 
dire need of hundreds of thousands of European Jews for 
immigration into Palestine. Therefore, both with respect to 
the immediate question of the 100,000 and the longer-term 
question of continuing immigration, the London proposals 
must be rejected as completely unsatisfactory. 


Provincial Boundaries 


With respect also to the area provided for Jewish settle- 
ment, the London proposals fail to appreciate the dynamic 
character of Jewish needs in Palestine. If the Palestine 
boundary issue were merely a question of squabbling be- 
tween Jews and Arabs now living in the country, the fron- 
tiers embodied in the London proposals of July 24 would 
be quite fair. But Palestine was established as a Jewish 
National Home not only to meet the requirements of Pales- 
tine Jews but of all Jews—in so far as they need and desire 
to settle in the country. 

By a first partition in 1922, three-quarters of the land of 
Palestine was removed from the Jewish National Home 
and assigned to Transjordan. The present scheme of provin- 
cial autonomy proposes to withdraw 85 per cent of the re- 
maining area of western Palestine from the land in which 
Jews may settle. In view of the fact that the Arab countries 
already hold lands more than 1600 times as great as the 
whole of Palestine-west of the Jordan—and that much of 
this Arab land suffers from lack of population—such a 
further narrowing of the limits of the Jewish National 
Home can hardly be reconciled with the most elementary 
conceptions of equity. 

It is striking that the now proposed provincial boun- 
daries differ from those of the 1937 Partition Report by 
the subtraction of western Galilee from the area allocated 
for Jewish settlement. Yet since 1937 the Jewish popula- 
tion of Palestine has increased by 50 per cent, and the 
needs of world Jewry for Palestine have certainly grown 
" more urgent and transparent. 

An outright fraud is perpetrated by the London pro- 
posals with respect to the Negev. This area has only come 
to world attention because of Jewish projects to develop it. 
The July 24 proposals first take out of the Negev (hitherto 
regarded officially as coincident with the Beersheba sub- 
district) all of its most accessible and valuable northern 
portion and then adjudge the rest to be useless. The northern 
Negev is marked to be annexed to the Arab province— 
where it will no doubt remain undeveloped—and the 
southern part (newly-defined as Negev District) is not 
turned over to the Jews but held over for Government 
“study” and for ultimate disposition within five years after 
the completion of such studies. 

The Negev (as properly defined, for instance, in the 
recent study by Messrs. Nathan, Gass, and Creamer, page 
124) begins at the coast at the Wadi Gaza and runs south 
of the Hebron hills to the Dead Sea near Ras Zuweira. 


JEWISH FRONTIER 


This area should remain open to Jewish settlement because 
the Jews need it and will develop it. In a provincial auton- 
omy scheme, it should form part of the Jewish province. 

Similarly, just as the Arab population of Jaffa is rightly 
annexed to the Arab province— though not contiguous 
with it—so the new Jewish quarters of Jerusalem (includ- 
ing 85 per cent to 90 per cent of the Jewish population of 
the city) should be annexed to the Jewish province. In a 
provincial autonomy scheme, as the proposals rightly say, 
no questions of Customs or defence frontiers need arise. Is 
Jerusalem less worthy of justice than Jaffa? 

A kindred sympathetic view of Jewish needs would not 
deprive the Jewish province of the one great Jewish con- 
cession area—that for the exploitation of the salts of the 
Dead Sea. There would be no difficulty whatsoever in mak- 
ing the concession area part of the Jewish province. 

Without Galilee, the Negev, the Jewish quarters of 
Jerusalem, and the Dead Sea concession area, the Jewish 
province would begin its life under very constricting 
handicaps. It is extremely doubtful whether a province 
without these areas could play its proper role in Jewish 
resettlement. The areas mean little to the Arab world, 
which already has so much. For the Jews, they may mean 
the difference between life and death for many hundreds 
of thousands of people. Even with the addition of these 
areas to the Jewish province, more than half of northern 
Palestine and all of Transjordan would remain reserved ex- 
clusively to Arab settlement. 


Provincial “Autonomy” 


THE provincial “autonomy” scheme embodied in the Lon- 
don proposals must, with all due reserve, be called a flagrant 
insult to the maturity and political capacity of both the 
Arab and Jewish peoples of Palestine. It involves a degree 
of self-government appropriate perhaps to backward Afri- 
can natives but which will be rejected with scorn by the 
peoples of Palestine. The crown colonies of America in the 
eighteenth century, the humblest American township, or 
even the “oppressed” Philippine Commonwealth of the 
1920’s had a far greater degree of self-government than is 
provided by this provincial “autonomy” scheme of the 
1940's. 

The essential features of this “autonomy” scheme are 
(a)—provincial Cabinets appointed by the High Com- 
missioner and responsible only to him, (b)—provincial 
legislative Speakers appointed, during the first five years, 
by the High Commissioner and with wide powers to pro- 
hibit even discussion, (c) —a requirement of the High 
Commissioner’s assent to all legislation by the provinces, 
(d)—an emergency power of the High Commissioner to 
supersede part or all of the provinces’ powers, (e)—a 
central Government consisting of an unfettered dictator- 
ship of the High Commissioner, (f)—effective control by 
the High Commissioner's nominees of the Government of 
the Jerusalem District, and (g)—an unfettered High Com- 
missioner dictatorship over the Negev District. 

With such an organization of the sources of provincial 
authority, it may seem hardly worth while to enumerate the 
deficiencies in provincial powers—since these are, in any 
case, not subject to democratic control. However, a few 
glaring deficiencies may be noted and corrections suggested. 


a) Import licensing should be placed immediately under 
provincial control. This power is absolutely essential to 
the Jewish province if it is to have in its own hands 
the ability to facilitate immigration. 

b) The right to borrow abroad on its own discretion 
and responsibility is similarly indispensable to the via- 
bility of the Jewish province. 
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c) As indicated earlier, the provinces should have the 
right to control their own immigration. Otherwise, so 
far as the Jews are concerned, the whole provincial 
scheme loses its primary advantage. ; 

d) The provinces should be allowed to develop their 
cultural autonomy through their own broadcasting sta- 
tions. 


e) The provinces should be allowed to license their 
own civil aviation, subject to adherence to international 
safety standards. 


f) The provinces should be free to develop large 
schemes of irrigation without the many checks by the 
High Commissioner suggested in many passages of the 
July 24 proposals. 


g) There should be provincial control of local police, 
local courts, and probation. All experience—including 
that of Palestine as embodied in the mobile police of 
today—shows that efficiency requires the separation of 
local police from general security police and the close 
association of the former with local communities. Re- 
cently police functions in Tel Aviv were turned over to 
the municipality in an effort to overcome the inefficiency 
of a centralized police. Those who know Jerusalem and 
its police will appreciate how much less likely the recent 
outrage at the King David Hotel would have been if 
the building had beerr guarded by local—and especially 
Jewish—police. There are even more transparent advan- 
tages in locally controlled magistrates’ courts and proba- 
tionary systems. 


If these powers were added to the provincial Govern- 
ments and if these Governments were transformed into 
responsible ‘self-governing 'bodies—instead of puppets 
of the High Commissioner as in the July 24 proposals— 
the provincial autonomy scheme might commend itself 
to thoughtful Arabs and Jews as a step on the road to full 
self-government and democracy. But no Jew or Arab will 
be interested in such a sham as that embodied in the Lon- 
don proposals. The Arabs of Palestine are at least as ready 
for self-government as those of Egypt and the Lebanon. 
What justice is there in the position that the Arabs of 
Egypt and the Lebanon have sovereign parliaments while 
the Arabs of Palestine are offered only a puppet province 
run by a British High Commissioner? And who believes 
that the Jewish people of Palestine will give up their al- 
legiance to such strong, democratic governmental bodies 
as the Jewish Agency and the Vaad Leumi and adhere to 
a weak undemocratic puppet province? Can it possibly 
be that the London proposals were deliberately made so 
bad as to insure their rejection by both Arabs and Jews 
and the consequent frustration of the whole programme 
of immigration and development? 


Financial Resettlement and Development 


THE London proposals contain four separate financial an- 
alyses and related proposals. These are:— 


1) An analysis of capital requirements for the im- 
migration and absorption of the 100,000 and a sup- 
posedly related programme of Arab development. The 
Jewish requirements are given as £70 million and the 
Arab requirements as £15—£20 million plus £10 mil- 
lion “for loans”. (It is not specified whether the loans 
are to finance net capital formation or for re-financing 
of existing assets; this obscurity is characteristic of the 
quality of the economic analysis throughout). 


2) An analysis of the budgets of the proposed Cen- 
tral Government, Jewish province, and Arab province. 
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It is concluded that the two former will have a current 
surplus and the last a deficit. 


3) A project for lending $250 million for the eco- 
nomic development of the Middle East, including Pal- 
estine but with no special emphasis on Palestine. The 
money is to be provided by the International Bank 
or by the public lending institutions of the U. S. 


4) A project for President Truman to ask Congress 
for a $50 million grant exclusively for. Arab projects 
and to be spent exclusively in the Arab province. 

We shall not comment on point 2) above. The other 
points demand some attention. 


The Jewish capital requirements under point 1) have 
been derived in an amateurish, incompetent and irrespon- 
sible manner. They are stated to be requirements in spe- 
cific connection with the 100,000 and to be needed in two 
years. In these terms, the figures are nothing less than fan- 
tastic. Sound figures were presented in the memorandum 
of July 6, 1946, addressed to Mr. H. F. Grady by the Wash- 
ington Office of the Jewish Agency. For a two year period, 
these requirements come to approximately £35 million. 
The London proposals not only over-estimate these re- 
quirements, they also over-estimate the funds that Jewish 
sources alone can allocate to these 100,000. Detailed dis- 
cussion, however, seems superfluous since it is clear that 
the figures in the London proposals were not handled in 
a considered manner or with the intention of taking finan- 
cial measures to facilitate Jewish immigration. 

The £15 million to £20 million of Arab capital require- 
ments (plus £10 million “for loans”) represent a mech- 
anical reduction from an earlier paper “programme” of 
£45 million for the same purposes. When it was perceived 
by the British negotiators at London that the American 
delegation were not going to insist on effective imple- 
mentation of the 100,000 or of continuing Jewish im- 
migration, the £45 million Arab programme—previously 
needed as a bogey to frighten the Americans—was quickly 
discarded. It was then stipulated that the Arab programme 
would be spread over 10 years and that the United States 
might contribute anything it thought suitable: the United 
Kingdom would not contribute anything. The United 
States delegation graciously offered $50 million—which 
the delegation is clearly not in a position to deliver. This 
$50 million grant, intended exclusively for Arab purposes 
and solely for expenditure in the Arab province, will be 
opposed to every fair-minded American who knows the 
facts; it cannot possibly receive Congressional approval. 

The Arabs of Palestine are to be bribed with a $50 
million grant. The Arabs of the Middle East are to receive 
a $250 million loan (although a small part might con- 
ceivably go to Jewish Palestine). In this whole picture, 
the United States appears only to pay the money. Britain 
will assemble the Arabs in London and inform them of 
the glad tidings. The Arab States have already had the 
effrontery to say that if the United States joins in issuing 
the invitations and participates responsibly in the dis- 
cussions, they will not come. The United States will, how- 
ever, be permitted to pay for the party. 

What has been lost sight of completely in these finan- 
cial discussions is that, on the Jewish side, the first protago- 
nists are 100,000 of the most sorely tried and most pro- 
foundly wronged war victims. No one in London has 
asked grants for them. No one has spoken of UNRRA 
assistance. No one has even seriously offered to lend them 
money for resettlement and development. 

With these facts in mind, we cannot characterize the 
London proposals submitted to the United States and Unit- 
ed Kingdom Governments on July 24 as other than a 
shameful betrayal of clear moral obligations. 
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Our Post-War Immigration Policy 


by Edwin S. Newman 


N NOVEMBER 5, 1945, the Dickstein sub- 
committee investigating post-war immigration 
policy forwarded to the whole House Immigration 
and Naturalization Committee a conservative and 
intelligent report. Stressing the appalling ignorance 
and Naturalization Committee a conservative and 
tion and effect of our immigration laws, the report 
recommended that an exhaustive study be made of 
the immigration problem; and that until such time 
as the study would reveal a proper course of action, 
designed to bring the immigration laws into closer 
relation with the current domestic and international 
situation, no change be made in the existing law. 
The report was approved. 

Subsequently, on December 22, 1945, a second 
conservative, but completely humanitarian policy in 
the field of immigration was announced. President 
Truman issued his famous directive on “displaced 
persons,” affording an immigration preference, under 
the quota system, to victims of Nazi barbarism pres- 
ent in the American Zone of Occupation in Germany 
prior to the date of the Executive Order. The com- 
bined effect of this congressional and executive action 
was to stabilize the immigration situation, while, at 
the same time, indicating to the world that the 
United States was alive to its responsibilities in 
connection with the rehabilitation and resettlement 
of the shattered remnants of European communities. 


AT THIS point, however, reactionaries in Congress 
and in the Department of Justice, fearing the devel- 
opment, as public opinion became aware of the facts 
of the situation, of pressure towards the relaxation 
of our stringent immigration laws, proceeded to 
demand: an immediately tightened restriction of im- 
migration; the immediate deportation of all in- 
dividuals in this country who had overstayed their 
temporary visas or whose status has been changed 
by circumstances; and the adoption of new precau- 
tions in the administration of the immigration laws 
to prevent “undesirables” from entering the country. 
The attack took the form of a combined and syn- 
chronized legislative and administrative crackdown. 

The most widely publicized phase of the attack 
was the Gossett Bill, a measure nominally designed 
to exclude from the country all Nazi party members, 
Gestapo agents, stormtroopers, and members of the 
armed services of enemy nations—most of whom 
are clearly inadmissible under present regulations. 
In addition, however, section 5 of the bill provided 
that immigration quotas be reduced by 50 percent 
for the next ten years. This section would have the 
effect of restricting quota immigration to this coun- 
try to approximately 75,000 annually. 


The Gossett Bill was introduced in July, 1945, 
but pursuant to the recommendation of the Dickstein 
subcommittee for a “cooling off” period, no hearings 
were scheduled. In February, 1946, Dickstein had 
left Congress for a position in the judiciary, and 
notwithstanding the Interim Report of the Dickstein 
Committee, a majority of the Immigration Commit- 
tee asked Chairman John Lesinski of Michigan to 
secure unanimous House consent for the withdrawal 
of the Report so that the Gossett Bill might be con- 
sidered. Such unanimous consent was refused; but, 
nevertheless, the Committee, in violation of Con- 
gressional custom and usage, began hearings on the 
bill on February 21st. 


THE HEARING lasted for approximately six weeks, 
during which time various national organizations 
were heard on the bill. In the forefront of those 
Supporting the measure were the American Legion, 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars, and the Regular 
Army Veterans. These organizations spelled out the 
hackneyed and fallacious argument that an influx of 
aliens into this country would deprive veterans of 
jobs and housing facilities. On the other side, leading 
organizations representing labor, the Methodists, 
the Quakers, and the Jewish community, testified 
against the bill, pointing up, through statistical rep- 
resentation, the correlation between the high stand- 
ard of living of many urban communities and the 
location in such communities of substantial numbers 
of immigrants. 

As a result of these hearings, section 5 was dis- 
approved by a Committee vote of 8-7. In its place 
an amended section was drafted to empower the 
Attorney General to refuse admission into this coun- 
try to any one who, he knows or has reason to be- 
lieve, seeks to enter the United States for the purpose 
of “engaging in activities which will endanger the 
public safety of the United States.” With this amend- 
ment the bill was reported out favorably and was 
passed by the House of Representatives on July 2nd. 

Existing immigration regulations provide ample 
authority to immigration officials to exclude those 
who would menace American institutions. It is quite 
obvious, therefore, that the new section seeks only 
to grant arbitrary power to the Attorney General, 
without furnishing any safeguards to prevent the 
abuse of this power. Another Gossett Bill would 
enable the Attorney General to set aside a Congres- 
sional cancellation of deportation proceedings if, 
within five years of such Congressional action, newly 
discovered evidence should reveal that the alien was 
not in fact eligible for suspension of deportation. 
Taking these two bills in combination, a drive 
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towards vesting arbitrary control over immigration 
matters in the Department of Justice becomes clearly 
delineated. 


THESE moves have by no means been resisted by 
the Department. Indeed, it seems that the Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization Service of the Department 
of Justice would welcome a mandate from Congress 
that would permit them to dispose of all immigra- 
tion matters on the basis of arbitrary, rigid rulings 
rather than of flexible administrative discretion. That 
this attitude is prevalent among Department authori- 
ties is best demonstrated by their categorical han- 
dling of deportation proceedings involving hardship 
cases. 

Probably, the most extreme hardship cases are 
those involving “stowaways.” Today’s “stowaways” 
are very frequently victims of racial, religious, and 
political persecution whose only hope for a decent 
future lies in escape from those lands which hold 
such bitter recollections for them. It is true that under 
the immigration laws, stowaways are subject to de- 
portation. It is also true, however, that the stringency 
of the law is tempered by a provision authorizing 
the immigration authorities, in cases involving hard- 
ship, to permit a stowaway to enter this country on 


parole, frequently affording him a designated period 


during which he may adjust his immigration status 
and thus become a legal resident. Moreover, con- 
gressmen have frequently sponsored private bills 
on behalf of individual stowaways whose deportation 
would work a hardship, seeking to cancel deporta- 
tion proceedings and to permit their entry into this 
country. 

Certainly, refugees from Europe, individuals be- 
longing to that nebulous mass of humanity known 
as the “displaced persons,” are hardship cases. Yet, 
the Department of Justice has ruled, and the Attor- 
ney General has affirmed, deportation in these cases. 
The reasoning of the Department is that to admit 
these persons would stimulate mass illegal migra- 
tions from Europe, at the same time depriving those 
persons awaiting their legal turn under the quota 
system of their opportunity to migrate, since the 
admission of a stowaway must be charged to the 
quota of the stowaway’s nation of origin. 

The fallacy in the argument is that prior to May 
of this year, the monthly quotas for the various 
central European nations were not being filled. 
Under the President’s directive, preference was to 
be granted to “displaced persons,” but visa issuance 
was held up pending the establishment of consular 
offices in the central European area. Accordingly, 
there existed unfilled quotas against which the ad- 
mission of refugee stowaways could be charged. 
These quotas were permitted to go unfilled, notwith- 
standing that individual stowaways satisfied all other 
requirements of our immigration laws and were gen- 
erally young, vigorous people who sought only a 
chance to begin life anew. 
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THE reluctance of Department of Justice officials to 
exercise their discretion to admit these people led 
to the introduction by some of our more liberal Con- 
gressmen of private legislation to cancel deportation 
proceedings. Generally, individual Committee hear- 
ings are held in connection with each of these cases. 
In June of this year, however, at the instance of the 
Department of Justice, the Immigration Committee 
decided to hold a general hearing on the whole 
question of stowaways, prior to considering in- 
dividual private legislation. 

In essence, convening such a hearing was a subtle, 
but unconstitutional abnegation of Congressional 
power. In actuality, what the Department of Justice 
sought was a mandate from’a Congressional com- 
mittee, preparatory and prior to receiving one from 
Congress itself, to apply a rigid rule to al] stowaway 
cases, superseding the discretionary power afforded 
to the Department under the existing immigration 
law and undercutting Congressional private bills on 
behalf of individual hardship cases. Very probably, 
the Committee members were themselves conscious 
of the violation of the doctrine of separation of 
powers in this whole procedure. For, Chairman 
Miller of Pennsylvania asked each testifying witness 
whether he did not think that the holding of the 
hearing on the general problem was a wise move. 
Of course, the witnesses, conscious of manners, in- 
variably replied that they thought the general hear- 
ing a good move. 

Actually, it was expected (and indeed it has so 
developed) that legislation providing for the man- 
datory exclusion of stowaways would be introduced 
as a result of the Committee hearings, and that the 
Department of Justice, under the present law, could 
continue to deny admission to al] stowaways, irre- 
spective of hardship, without fear that their action 
might be reviewed by the Immigration Committee 
by way of a consideration of private bills. Legislation 
calling for mandatory exclusion of stowaways was 
introduced by Representative Hedrick of West Vir- 
ginia as a result of the hearing, and it is now doubtful 
whether private bills on behalf of stowaways pend- 
ing before the Immigration Committee will receive 
favorable consideration. 

If one scratches below the surface of this Com- 
mittee hearing, it becomes obvious that the legisla- 
tive process has been short-circuited. The hearing 
was not conducted in connection with any measure 
that had been introduced and there had been no 
Congressional resolution authorizing the investiga- 
tion of the stowaway problem. 


IN OTHER cases involving hardship to aliens, the 
Department of Justice has not had to resort to such 
complicated measures in devising a method of man- 
datory exclusion. The stringency of the existing im- 
migration law serves the purpose. Thus, numerous 
alien seamen, for example (many of whom have 
served this country during the war on our merchant 
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vessels) now find themselves out of work and are 
faced with deportation: they are unable to return 
to their native lands, unable to enter this country, 
unable even to return to the sea, for there is now a 
quota that governs their service on American vessels. 
These persons will be deported, since the Depart- 
ment of Justice deems itself “unhappily” powerless 
to regularize their entry. In the case of some three 
hundred Indonesian seamen, the problem is par- 
ticularly distressing, for present plans contemplate 
the deportation of these men to Dutch-governed 
Java rather than to the authority of the government 
of the Indonesian Republic. 


A FINAL category of hardship cases are the Japanese 
treaty traders, persons permitted to reside in this 
country under the terms of trade treaties with Japan. 
With the abrogation of these treaties, the legal basis 
for the residence within this country of these traders 
was destroyed, and they now face deportation. Many 
of them have American wives and American chil- 
dren, who rely on them for their sole support. To 
deport these men would most certainly be a hardship. 

Congress, in recognition of just such a situation, 
provided, in 1917, that under such circumstances 
the Attorney General was empowered to suspend 
deportation proceedings. The provision, however, 
excepts those “racially inadmissible and ineligible 
to citizenship.” Accordingly, this provision cannot 


The “Zion” Motif 
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be invoked in behalf of a Japanese treaty trader. A 
Congressional attempt to alter this situation has been 
launched by Representative Eberharter of Pennsyl- 
vania, who has proposed legislation to eliminate the 
words “racially inadmissible and ineligible to citizen- 
ship” from the Immigration and Naturalization Law. 
Hearings have been held on this bill, but, to date, 
the Committee has not reported. 

Representative Eberharter’s bill attacks our immi- 
gration law at its most vulnerable point. That a 
democratic nation, pioneered and built by peoples of 
divergent blood and stock, perpetuates in its immi- 
gration code a theory of racism, only less vicious than 
that of the Nazis, should be a shocking thing to the 
majority of Americans. Not only the exclusion of 
certain Orientals, but the entire quota system, based, 
as it is, on national origin, betrays a pattern of racial 
discrimination in our laws against which it is time 
for all Americans to rebel. Piecemeal legislation, 
like the 1943 bill permitting the admission and 
naturalization of Chinese and the recent bill doing 
the same for people of races indigenous to India and 
for Filipinos, is important and valuable, but, ulti- 
mately, our adjustment to postwar circumstances 
will require the elimination of all racist thinking 
from our immigration laws. Perhaps, the time has 
come for liberal public opinion in this country to 
abandon the defensive and to launch a counterattack 
of its own. 


in Joyce's Ulysses 


by Leo Shapiro 


AMES JOYCE’s Ulysses is—from one standpoint, 
at least—a work in the symbolist tradition. The 
symbols and motifs which comprise the work are 
such integral parts of the whole construct that we 
cannot begin to understand it without a full exami- 
nation of its constituent symbols. Of these symbols, 
the “Zion-Palestine” motif is among the most sig- 
nificant and persistent in the book. 


Ir OccuRS only a few moments after we have met 
Ulysses — our “hero,” Leopold Bloom, the Jew of 
Dublin—at about 8:00 A.M. of Thursday, June 16, 
1904. Joyce introduces Bloom to us in a remarkable 
way: “Mr. Leopold Bloom ate with relish the inner 
organs of beasts and fowls.” He likes the “volatile” 
foods—“thick giblet soup, nutty gizzards, a stuffed 
roast heart,” “fried hencod’s roes,” above all, “grilled 
mutton kidneys.” He debates about what to eat for 
breakfast. “Ham and eggs, no.” No “good eggs,” or 
“pure fresh water.” Or a “mutton kidney” fried “with 
butter, a shake of pepper.” No. “Better a pork kidney 
at Dlugacz’s.” 

Going to Dlugacz, the porkbutcher’s, he thinks of 


Martha Clifford, with whom he is carrying on an 
extra-marital flirtation by mail under the nom de 
plume of Henry Flower; the card with this name is 
under a hat-band (“Plasto’s high grade hat’). At 
the butcher’s, he eyes “the nextdoor girl at the coun- 
ter,” whose figure he admires, especially when she is 
whacking a carpet on the clothesline and “her 
crooked skirt swings at each whack.” In this context, 
the Zion motif occurs for the first time. 


He took up a page from the pile of cut sheets. 
The model farm at Kinnereth on the lakeshore of 
Tiberias. Can become ideal winter sanatorium. 
Moses Montefiore. I thought he was. Farmhouse, 
wall round it, blurred cattle cropping. . . . He 
held the page aslant patiently, bending his senses 
and his will, his soft subject gaze at rest. The 
crooked skirt swinging whack by whack by 
whack. 

The porkbutcher snapped two sheets from the 
pile, wrapped up her prime sausages and made a 
red grimace. 

—Now, my miss, he said. 


Walking out of the butcher’s with his pork kid- 
ney, he continues reading the advertisement. 
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Agendath Netaim: planter’s company. To pur- 
chase vast sandy tracts from Turkish government 
and plant with eucalyptus trees. Excellent for 
shade, fuel and construction. Orangegroves and 
immense melonfields north of Jaffa. You pay 
eight marks and they plant a dunam of land for 
you with olives, oranges, almonds or citrons. 
Olives cheaper: oranges need artificial irrigation. 
Every year you get a sending of the crop. Your 
name entered for life as owner in the book of the 
union. Can pay ten down and the balance in yearly 
installments. Bleibtreustrasse 34, Berlin, W. 15. 
Nothing doing. Still an idea behind it. 

He muses about various things — cattle, olives, 
citrons he and his wife, Molly, used to enjoy (“They 
fetched high prices too”). A cloud covers the sun 
and he thinks of—‘‘A barren land, bare waste. Brim- 
stone they called it raining down . . . Sodom, 
Gomorroh, Edom. All dead names. A dead sea in a 
dead land, grey and old. Old now. It bore the oldest, 
the first race . . . The oldest people. Wandered far 
away all over the earth, captivity to captivity, multi- 
plying, dying, being born everywhere. It lay there 
now. Now it could bear no more.” 


Now LET us recapitulate, as Bloom has this acute 
moment of alienation. He is alienated in many ways 
and for many reasons: from his past—for his own 
father, Rudolph Virag, became a Christian after 
changing his name, and Leopold himself has been 
baptized a Protestant and more recently a Catholic; 
from the future—for Leopold’s son, Rudy, who was 
to have perpetuated father Rudolph’s name and 
memory, died eleven days after birth; from his wife, 
Molly, with whom there have since been incomplete 
sexual and “mental” relations. Bloom’s “affairs” 
haunt him, for they are fruitless, in the original sense 
of the word. “No son of thy loins is by thee.” And 
he broods: “I too, last of my race .. . No son, Rudy. 
Too late now.” 

Joyce’s introduction is significant in its immediate 
suggestion of Bloom’s alienation from his tradition 
and people. Joyce makes the dietary deviation clear 
(Dlugacz), but its context is even more important: 
Plasto — Martha Clifford — adultery, “whack by 
whack”—“ ‘Now, my Miss’ ”—adultery—Agendath 
Netaim—Bleibtreustrasse—Zion. There are the sym- 
bols, which thereafter are joined, in part or in whole, 
with the Zion motif. 

Joyce had repudiated both Dublin and Rome, and 
was an exile from both; but he could never quite free 
himself from his love of the Irish patriots or the 
Thomist-scholastic categories. Both help him to an 
understanding of the unity of the Jewish tradition 
and Weltanschauung, of the s’yag la-Torah, the 
Hedge or Fence of the Torah, which receives perhaps 
its classical statement in Pirke Aboth (1.1, VI.6). 
Joyce has’ enough reverence for tradition to appreci- 
ate the traditional Jewish conception of the inter- 
minable yet fairly eventable chain which links one 
prescription of the Torah with another — dietary 
laws, domestic morality, observance of the Sabbath, 
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and so on. The contraries of these also must cohere 
in a unity. To the Thomist Joyce, the Bloom of 
Dlugacz becomes the Bloom of Plasto and Martha 
Clifford. 

But Joyce’s love of the Irish patriots, of Parnell 
and O’Connell and Emmet, leads him to one other 
conclusion: A people is a people with a tradition, 
a tradition of unity, harmony, wholeness — and a 
land. Hence Ireland—and Palestine. Bloom cannot 
see this. For him Agendath Netaim rises or falls only 
as a money-making proposition. “Nothing doing,” 
he says. But — “They fetched high prices too. . .” 
Joyce may come at Zion second-hand (his Agendath 
Netaim is evidently a misreading — from German 
handwriting, judging from his other transliterations 
from the Hebrew—of Agudath Netaim, company of 
planters); but to Joyce it is part of one tradition. 
Therefore he makes the address Bleibtreustrasse— 
be true—to one’s faith, tradition, people. 

The point is this: adultery—sreife—galut, or to 
put it positively, ethics—kosher—dZion, are to Joyce 
parts of a configuration in which each factor plays 
an integral role and bears a kind of necessary relation 
to the other factors and to the configuration-as-a- 
whole. 


SO OUR motif continues. Bloom later goes to the 
toilet, thinking: “Deep voice that fellow Dlugacz 
has. Agenda what it is. Now, my miss.” The symbols 
are easy to unravel here: Dlugacz, Agenda, adultery. 

Still later, shortly after noon, he is about to enter 
Burton’s for lunch. He thinks about the old days 
before Rudy’s death: “Can’t bring back time... . 
Would you go back to then?” About the letter he 
has received this morning from Martha: “Are you 


“not happy in your home, you poor little naughty 


boy?” Martha had said: “O how I long to meet 
you... Then I will tell you all.” So he thinks: “Use- 
less to go back. Had to be. Tell me all. High voices. 
Sunwarm silk. Jingling harnesses. All for a woman, 
home and houses, silk webs, silver, rich fruits, spicy 
from Jaffa. Agendath Netaim. Wealth of the world.” 
(High prices. ) 

Agendath or Bleibtreu is with Bloom throughout 
the long day. The motif is with him when he writes 
a letter at the Ormond Hotel to Martha Clifford, 
fretting about his wife “rehearsing” her song (“La ct 
darem” from Don Giovanni) with “Blazes” Boylan 
today; and he thinks of a young man in a car wearing 
a hat “bought of John Plasto. ... By Dlugacz’s pork- 
shop bright tubes of Agendath trotted a gallant- 
buttocked mare.” As he writes the P.S.: “Crooked 
skirt swinging by.” And the P.P.S.: “La la la ree. I 
feel so sad today. La ree. So lovely. Dee.” All the 
motifs we have met before; the “La la la ree” is the 
opening phrase of “La ci darem.” 

Agendath is with him—by negation and implica- 
tion, since he doesn’t know or understand its implica- 
tions or relevance—when he reads the last words of 
Robert Emmet outside the Ormond Hotel: “When 
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my country takes her place among the nations of the 
earth, then, and not till then, let my epitaph be 
written. I have done.” It is with him when he has a 
quarrel at Barney Kernan’s pub about persecution 
(“all the history of the world is full of it”), nation- 
hood (says Bloom, “A nation is the same people liv- 
ing in the same place”). And he gets to “injustice.” 

And I belong to a race too, . . . that is hated 
and persecuted. Also now. This very moment. 
This very instant... 

—Robbed . . . Plundered. Insulted. Persecuted. 
Taking what belongs to us by right. At this very 
moment . . . sold by auction off in Morocco like 
Slaves or cattle. 

He is humiliated, chased out by a drunk who runs 
after him in anger. And after his flirtation with a 
youngster, Gerty MacDowell, his thoughts are a 
jumble: “Agendath swoony lovey showed me her 
next year drawers return next in her next her next.” 
A jumble and confusion of his amatory episode, 
Agendath, and the memory of his father’s haggadah 
—the most important ¢raditional symbol of his 
father. 

Later in the evening, at the maternity hospital, 
Bloom recalls another “affair” on a drizzling night 
in Hatch Street with a girl of the streets, Bridie Kelly. 
But it was—nothing. “She dare not bear the sunny- 
golden babe of day. No, Leopold! . . . No son of thy 
loins is by thee. There is none now to be for Leopold, 
what Leopold was for Rudolph . . . They fade, sad 
phantoms: all is gone. Agendath is a waste land... 
Netaim, the golden, is no more.” 


AND NOW it is midnight, and there is the Circe epi- 
sode, part fantasy, part nightmare, at the brothel. 
This is the climax: here all the day’s wandering 
comes to a resolution, after a fashion, and here 
Odysseus Bloom meets his spiritual son, Telemachus 
—Stephen Dedalus—Joyce, with certain literary 
modifications. Stephen, too, is oppressed with the 
Father and Son idea, which he has found also in 
Hamlet: “The Son ‘striving to be atoned with the 
Father.” In this Walpurgisnacht fantasy, Bloom is 
described as “down on his luck at present owing to 
the mortgaging of his extensive property at Agen- 
dath Netaim in faraway Asia Minor . . .” A mirage 
appears of the “lake of Kinnereth,” and Moses 
Dlugacz stands up in the gallery, “holding in each 
hand an orange citron and a pork kidney,” and says: 
“Bleibtreustrasse, Berlin, W, 13” {sic}. Bloom is full 
of reforms: “New worlds for old. Union of all, jew, 
moslem and gentile. . . . Mixed races and mixed 
marriage.” 

A Papal Nuncio reads the generations of Leopold: 
“.. . O'Halloran begot Guggenheim and Guggen- 
heim begot Agendath and Agendath begot Netaim 
and Netaim begot Le Hirsch . . . and Virag begot 
Bloom .. .” The Irish Evicted Tenants (cf. Jewish? ) 
threaten Bloom, who whistles Don Giovanni, while 
a man shouts: “And they shall stone him and defile 
him, yea, all from Agendath Netaim and from 
Mizraim, the land of Ham.” The people cast “soft 
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pantomine stones” at Bloom; many “ownerless dogs” 
come near and defile him; and two friends approach 
“in gaberdines, wearing long earlocks” and wagging 
“their beards” at him.’ 

It is 2. A. M. Bloom has rescued Stephen—a rather 
intoxicated Stephen, by the way—from the brothel 
and the watch, and having sobered him a bit, brought 
him to the Bloom maison. They compare notes as to 
personal outlook: “Both indurated by early domestic 
training and an inherited tenacity of heterodox re- 
sistance professed their disbelief in many orthodox 
religious, national, social and ethical doctrines.” 
Then they try comparing their peoples in language, 
antiquity, literature; “their dispersal, persecution, 
survival and revival: . . . the restoration in Chanan 
David of Zion and the possibility of Irish political 
autonomy or devolution.” Bloom chants—“in antici- 
pation of that multiple, ethnically irreductible con- 
summation” : 


“Kolod balejwaw pnimah 
Nefesch, jehudi, homijah.” 


STEPHEN leaves, and Bloom lights up an aromatic 
cone with a cylinder which he has ignited in the can- 
dle flame. The cylinder is “a folded page of prospectus 
(illustrated) entitled Agendath Netaim.” Bloom is 
about ready to forget the prospectus—but not quite. 
He starts thinking about “rapid but insecure means 
to opulence,” get-rich-quick schemes: a “private wire- 
less telegraph which would transmit by dot and dash 
system the result of a national equine handicap”; 
discovering a rare and preferably priceless object; 
yes, even breaking the bank at Monte Carlo. And 
then—“The reclamation of dunams of waste arenary 
soil, proposed in the prospectus of Agendath Netaim, 
Bleibtreustrasse, Berlin, W.15, by the cultivation of 
orange plantations and melonfields and reafforesta- 
tion.” 

He looks at some mementos which he has from 
his father—a picture, a haggadah; and he feels a 
“sentiment of remorse” because “in immature im- 
patience he had treated with disrespect certain beliefs 
and practices.” 

The prohibition of the use of fleshmeat and 
milk at one meal, the hebdomadary, symposium 
of incoordinately abstract, perfervidly concrete 
mercantile coexreligionist excompatriots: the cir- 
cumcision of male infants: the supernatural char- 
acter of Judaic scripture; the ineffability of the 
vetragrammaton: the sanctity of the sabbath. 
They now seem to him “Not more rational than 
they had then appeared, not less rational than other 
beliefs and practices now appeared.” 

And so we have Bloom—alone, alien. He is 
Odysseus in truth and in fact; Outis, No-man, the 
Eternal Stranger. But as Outis-Zeus, Odysseus, he is 
linked with a tradition which gives him meaning 
and significance. To Bloom, Kinnereth could be only 
a business proposition, just another deal. But to 
Joyce, Zion is part of a tradition, part of the con- 
figuration of a people’s role in history. Bletbtreu, 
says Joyce—but Bloom can only guess at its import. 
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Low-Cost Housing for Palestine 


by A. Hanusen 


OW-COST HOUSING is today one of the most 
significant problems on the agenda of Palestine 
Jewry. Both public and private construction was 
halted for six years, during the war, because all local 
building materials were in demand for military or- 
ders. With a rapidly increasing population in Pales- 
tine, a great backlog of housing demand has accu- 
mulated. 

Statisticians have computed the shortage of hous- 
ing today among the Palestinian Jews alone as 100,- 
000 rooms. If we add the needs of new immigrants 
who may be expected, despite political difficulties, as 
well as of the 20,000 demobilized soldiers, the num- 
ber of housing units needed would be much greater. 
Unless a speedy solution is found, the mounting 
rentals which result from this shortage will have 
serious effects not only economically, but also in the 
social and political spheres. 

In this, as in all other serious problems in Pales- 
tine, we must come to the conclusion that by the 
present methods of Jewish public and private enter- 
prise alone, without government legal and financial 
aid, satisfactory results cannot be attained. Four ele- 
ments are necessary for a housing program on the 
scale indicated above; sufficient land reserves; pre- 
paratory public works (highways, water-supplies, 
etc.); building materials in large quantities and at 
low prices; and, finally, credit at low interest and for 
long terms, adjusted to the limited means of most 
of the future occupants. 

On all these counts, the situation in Palestine is a 
difficult one. Neither the central government nor the 
local municipal authorities have, until recently, 
regarded low-cost housing as a problem which they 
should attempt to solve, as is customary in most 
civilized countries. Even more—under the laws of 
Palestine, it was forbidden for municipalities to deal 
with housing, even if they had wished to do so; and 
it was not until May, 1945, that some improvement 
in this situation occurred and municipalities were 
permitted under the law to enter this sphere. 


No MUNICIPAL or state lands have yet been granted 
to prospective house-holders. Thus, the first neces- 
sary element in a large-scale program of low-cost 
housing has been lacking. We must remember, also, 
that real estate prices, which were very high even 
before the war, have reached extreme heights of in- 
flation, further aggravating the problem. If the Brit- 
ish press was full of complaints about land prices, 
because prospective builders had to pay no more than 
£150 a quarter acre for housing plots, what should 
one say about conditions in Palestine when one must 
pay from £P2000 to £P4000 per quarter acre 


(dunam) in urban areas and from £P150 to £P400 
a dunam in the larger and middle-sized villages for 
land suitable for housing. 

The only way out of this situation would have 
been for the Jewish National Fund to have acquired 
extensive areas in urban and semi-urban quarters 
for housing purposes—but this has not proved pos- 
sible. Except in the Haifa Bay area where the Jewish 
National Fund has considerable land reserves (al- 
though at a distance from 6 to 8 miles from the 
center of the city), in all urban and semi-urban areas 
the situation of the Jewish National Fund is far 
from satisfactory. 

A tried and true expedient, which leads to satisfac- 
tory results if properly utilized, the cooperative con- 
sumers organization, has been resorted to in this 
case also. Shikun, a cooperative organization of hun- 
dreds of thousands of potential householders, was 
set up by the Histadrut to build workers’ residential 
quarters. Other groups followed this example and 
set up cooperatives from among the new immigrants 
and from middle-class groups. Shikun, which had 
built 3200 housing units in and around the big cities 
by 1939—even before the war—perceived the ne- 
cessity during the war of accumulating funds for 
purchasing as large as possible a land reserve. In 
cooperation with the Jewish National Fund (for one 
of the principles of Shikun is to build only on na- 
tionalized or cooperatively owned land), a unique 
financial program was developed, under which thou- 
sands of prospective householders /en¢ certain sums 
(£P60 each) to the Jewish National Fund in order 
to enable it to buy additional land for housing, on 
condition that when construction began, the Jewish 
National Fund would return most of that money 
(£P50 plus interest). 

The program proved highly successful. Out of the 
money obtained from the cooperators, together with 
other funds obtained by Shikun, a sum of £P500,000 
was placed at the disposal of the Jewish National 
Fund for land purchases in various places. By the 
beginning of 1946 a reserve had been acquired in 
the neighborhood of the large cities sufficient for the 
housing of 10,000 to 12,000 additional workers’ 
families. 

The example of Shikun was followed by the co- 
operative for the housing of workers in the. large 
villages (“N’veh Oved”),. This group also contracted 
with the Jewish National Fund for its members to 
pay to the JNF the amounts over and above the quota 
which the JNF was prepared to invest in land pur- 
chase for housing units. (Usually the sum contrib- 
uted by the prospective house-holders ranges from 
£P35 to £P75, and sometimes amounts to £P100.) 
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In this way enough land was acquired in the large 
villages for the housing of 2000 to 3000 families. 

Other groups as well have begun to make similar 
agreements with the Jewish National Fund—Hapoel 
ha Mizrakhi (religious labor), the housing coopera- 
tive of the “Aliyah Khadashah” (German immi- 
grants), RASSCO (for middle-class rural settlers) 
and others. However, taking all these schemes to- 
gether, it is not likely that land for more than 18 
to 20 thousand housing units is available. 

The situation has been eased, but also to an in- 
sufficient extent, by the agreement of the govern- 
ment to transfer to the Tel Aviv municipality part 
of the land of Sarona, the German Nazi colony lo- 
cated in the midst of greater Tel Aviv. This land is 
to be used for housing demobilized soldiers, but the 
area transferred so far is enough for no more than 
1000 to 1200 families. 

While the land available for low-cost housing thus 
remains altogether insufficient, we witness the ap- 
palling rise of prices on privately held land, to an 
extent which makes any but speculative building 
impossible. It is a paradoxical fact that in the midst 
of our housing shortage and land hunger, there is 
enough land owned by Jews in urban and semi-urban 
areas for the housing of 2 to 3 million additional 
settlers at least, but a pernicious speculation in real 
estate destroys any possibility of their use for low- 
cost housing. 


The least that we could hope for, if this problem 
is to be seriously faced and new immigrants as well 
as demobilized soldiers are to find shelter, is the con- 
demnation for purposes of low-cost housing of plots 
owned by absentees (most of the absentee owners, 
indeed, were victims of the mass slaughter of Jews 
in Europe) and the transfer to the Jewish Agency, 
the Jewish National Fund, or the municipalities, of 
these lands, with the understanding that upon the 
appearance of the owner of the land or his legal 
heirs, the former owner would be compensated in 
money or land. In addition, the transfer of the lands 
located within the urban zones of Tel Aviv and 
Haifa which are owned by German Nazis should 
be extended. From these two sources enough land 
could be obtained to ease the problem of low-cost 
housing in a considerable degree. 


NEXT in importance to the land problem is the ques- 
tion of finance. This, too, is a hard nut to crack. 
Building costs have risen from four to five times 
above the pre-war level. The chief rise has been in 
wages, which increased together with the rise in. 
the cost of living and because of the shortage of 
skilled workers in the building trade. The increased 
cost of building materials, especially of imported ma- 
terials, has also had its effect, but the relative im- 
portance of these costs is less than before the War. 
At that time materials accounted for 65-70 percent 
of building costs, whereas today labor constitutes 70 
percent of the cost. 
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This has its effects upon the financing of construc- 
tion. For lack of any government or municipal aid, 
through subsidies or the extension of cheap, long 
term credit, the only source of finance are the regu- 
lar mortgage banks. These institutions exercise ex- 
treme caution and demand a relatively high interest 
rate of 6 percent. As a result housebuilders seek 
second and third mortgages; and none the less they 
are able to obtain through loans only 45 to 50 per- 
cent of the cost of building. All the rest—amounting 
to £P500 for a two-room dwelling—must be paid in 
cash by the house-builder. 


If we take as our immediate program the building 
of no more than 30,000 rooms at low cost, it would 
mean, in terms of present building costs together 
with incidental expenses for roads and water-supply, 
an investment of 13 to 15 million Pounds Palestine. 
Assuming that the prospective householders should 
themselves raise one-third of this sum (the maxi- 
mum that can be expected) 8 to 10 million Pounds 
Palestine would still be needed as long term, low 
interest credit. These are amounts far exceeding the 
capacity of Palestine’s mortgage institutions. The 
reserves of the General Mortgage Bank—the largest 
institution in this field—were three quarters of a 
million Pounds Palestine after the war, most of 
which was consumed at once upon the resumption 
of building. The Bank has sought permission to issue 
bonds for one half million Pounds on the local ex- 
change. The necessary sums can only be obtained, 
therefore, through governmental means, by a special 
foreign or domestic loan, in either case requiring 
the moral and legal support of the government. 


A THIRD problem is that of preparatory public 
works, which is not unconnected with the matter of 
financing. No housing program can be begun with- 
out such initial expenditures as are involved in 
grading the areas intended for housing, building 
roads, water-supply, installation of electricity, parcel- 
lation and registration of lots, the issuance of build- 
ing permits, efc., etc. In well organized countries 
most of these works are carried out by the govern- 
ment and municipalities, but that is not the case in 
Palestine. The prospective householder himself has 
to pay for all these. Expenses of this type amount to 
200 to 250 Pounds Palestine per dwelling. All this 
sum, of course, has to be available in cash, because 
banks and lending institutions do not generally in- 
clude these expenses in their calculations. 

Finally, the problem of building materials, which 
was quite difficult until 1946, has eased up somewhat 
with the resumption of imports. The amount of 
building materials imported, however, is not yet 
sufficient for a large-scale housing program. It is 
certain that a project calling for the building of 
30,000 rooms within one or two years would demand 
special efforts in this field; and here again a great 
deal depends upon what the government is ready to 
do in the way of extending import licenses, etc. 
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Sidelights on Palestine 
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Leon Blum: 


RATHER INSIGNIFICANT action enables 

me to judge how seriously the British authori- 
ties in Palestine have been afflicted with the “spirit of 
imprudence and error.” 

Last month I published in Popwlaire an article on 
the crisis in Palestine. I tried, of course, to make a 
distinction between the Labor Cabinet, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, the local authorities in Pal- 
estine and the officials in certain London bureaus. I 
showed—and I believe that later events bore me out 
on this point—that the true aim of the Labor gov- 
ernment was not to evade the conclusions of the 
Anglo-American Committee of Inquiry, but to ob- 
tain American cooperation in carrying them out. At 
the same time, however, I strongly condemned cur- 
rent repressive measures. I reminded Labor of its 
repeated solemn promises. I charged that certain cir- 
cles in the Foreign and Colonial offices were commit- 
ting, with regard to pan-Arab fanaticism, the same 
error as with regard to Spanish fascism. I protested, 
above all, the outrageous abuse of the term “terror- 
ism” by British organs of public opinion. So-called 
terrorism, I said, was nothing else than a desperate 
form of rebellion, and it was the British government 
which had provoked terrorism by closing, one after 
another, upon the Jews of Palestine and upon Zion- 
ists throughout the world, all the doors of hope. 

This is a faithful summary of my article—to which 
anyone can easily refer. But the official radio of Pal- 
estine, an organ of the British High Commissioner's 
office, presented it to its public in the following terms: 
“Mr. Leon Blum, former Socialist Premier of France, 
has defended the Labor government of Great Britain 
against attacks arising from events in Palestine, in 
an article in the official organ of the Socialist Party, 
the Populaire.” This introduction is followed by a 
brief resumé in which not a single one of the key 
phrases of the article was mentioned. 

Thus the British authorities, abusing the confi- 
dence which might be placed in my name by the 
Jews in Palestine, did not shrink from ascribing to 
me an attitude and opinion regarding them which is 
the direct opposite of my own. This is a grave accu- 
sation which I should not make public if it were not 
attested by the most precise and reliable information. 
It runs directly counter to a tradition particularly 
dear to British democracy, having become both an ar- 
ticle of faith and a point of honor: the tradition of 
impartiality in its information services, whatever the 
subject or form, and whether friends or adversaries 
were concerned. The B.B.C. during the war best won 
its laurels by adhering strictly to this tradition. The 
fact that the Palestine radio violates it so shamelessly 


shows in what spirit and by what procedures the Brit- 
ish administration in Palestine is directed. 

I should regard this symptomatic incident as a 
piece of good fortune if my comrades and friends of 
the British Labor government were led by it, in a 
situation growing daily gloomier, to a more inde- 
pendent judgment as to their “expert” counsellors, 
local agents, and technical specialists. Like the French 
ministers in the matter of Indo-China, the time has 
come for them to decide policy by themselves, dis- 
carding the prejudices, special interests, or barriers of 
routine which beleaguer them, and remaining true to 
their own principles and pledges. 

Populaire, Paris 
August 21, 1946 


Eliezer Steinman: 


if TOO, had the honor to participate in the proces- 
sion of the two hundred thousand criminals— 
the residents of Tel Aviv, the only all-Jewish city 
in the world, who were compelled to identify them- 
selves before the British guardians of the law. 

It was a hot afternoon and we stood in a sun- 
drenched square, a crowd of temporarily “displaced 
persons” in the Holy Land. Children in the arms of 
their parents blinked in the bright sun. Older people 
inwardly recapitulated the experiences of an ancient 
community driven from one exile to another by the 
lash of oppressors who take for granted their eternal 
rule over the world. The younger people in the crowd 
suppressed their wrath out of a sense of responsibility. 
Thus we marched in procession until we were brought 
to a halt before the man who had the authority to 
pass on our innocence or to declare us as suspect and 
subject to banishment to an internment camp. 

This man of power was very tall, very stout, and 
very blond. He seemed not to look at our faces. He 
read our characters from our documents. But although 
he did not look at us directly we sensed his stern 
penetrating glance. When I approached his throne 
of justice I looked at his face. He was too preoccupied 
with my photograph and paid no attention to me. 
And while his eyes leisurely examined my documents, 
I realized in a-flash: “It is he! It is he!” 

Beyond the shade of a doubt I identified the man 
who was to pass on my identification. I recognized 
him, his face, his expression, his glance which pierces 
without even looking in your direction. 

I remembered him from the days when the Czar of 
All the Russias still reigned. Then, too, he was the 
guardian of order against the law breakers. He had 
always been tall, stout, and blond, a crooked smile 
winding about his mouth, a smile which seemed to 
declare: I am the representative of law and force— 
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who dares oppose me? Who is ready to pay the price 
of opposing me? The powerful, blond guardian of 
the law of that day had been protecting the despot- 
ism of the Romanoff dynasty. He did not outlive me. 
I survived him instead. I had occasion to see him ex- 
pelled from his century-old throne and banished. 
But he no sooner left his post of power on one dung 
heap than he rose to power elsewhere in a form far 
more degenerate than the earlier one. In his new in- 
carnation he wallowed up to his neck in the blood 
of his victims. Many people suffered at his hands, but 
his foremost victims were the millions of my brothers. 
He did not drown in the torrents of blood that he had 
shed, but he, too, was swept away, even he whose 
tongue ceaselessly spoke of law and order while his 
hand wielded the knife and lash. 

Now I looked at the face of the man before whom 
I was standing and beheld the great resemblance 
between him and his deposed predecessors. It was a 
frightening resemblance. Why is it believed that 
each person is like no other person? Actually there 
aren't many different types of faces. There exist a 
few human archetypes, eternal samples, countless 
copies of which are constantly reproduced. The re- 
curring type of the tall man who guards the law with 
bare sword in hand continues to this day with but 
minor modifications. 

This is he! The world has not changed. It has only 
progressed from the uniformed soldier armed with 
a sword or spear to the uniformed soldier armed with 
a tommy gun. The weapons change, the hunter re- 
mains the same. The same is true of those who com- 
mand the soldier. Manners of speech and slogans 
change in accordance with the spirit of the times. 
Otherwise nothing changes. The world remains in 
the hands of the aggressors and I, the Jew, must 
continue to identify myself and constantly renew the 
proofs of my acceptability. It was the same in the 
days of Nebuchadnezzar and his hosts, Rome and 
its legions, the Crusaders, the bearers of the hooked 
cross, and now under the regime of the mighty power 
which rules a host of nations. The resemblance be- 
tween them is great; their manners and morals are 
alike, so also is their glance which penetrates me, 
the Jew wandering throughout the world who is 
also a wanderer in his own land—their glance 
searches me, the only lawbreaker and disturber of 
the peace in this beautiful and peaceloving world. 

This is he! He stands before me cool, suspicious, 
angry. He tries to search the depths of my being 
without looking at my face. 

This is he whose calm has not been disturbed by 
all the crimes committed in all lands. He watched 
serenely when millions of my brothers were exter- 
minated. His conscience was not disturbed when the 
smoke rose from the chimneys of the crematoria, 
when the deluge of blood engulfed Europe and Asia, 
when the pogrom occurred in Kielce. He watched 
all this with arrogant indifference. But his wrath 
raged within him when I, the son of the exterminated 
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Jews, resolved to defend myself and save my life. 
The raging hatred reflected in his eyes makes it im- 
possible for him to look into my face. 

It is he, the one well known to me. And now I 
feel like saying to all the blameless peoples, to all 
the guardians of the law: You have identified me. I 
am I, the eternal Jew. But I am also someone else. I 
am also a new type of Jew, I, the new Jew, am capa- 
ble of demanding genuine law and true justice. I am 
capable of defending myself. 

Davar, Tel Aviv 
August 4, 1946 


Whitehall Takes 
the Offensive 


Attacks on the Yishuv in the British press 
And some exceptions. 


by Herbert Howarth 


London, August 20 

IELD MARSHAL MONTGOMERY startled the 

public this month by calling British Army chiefs 
to confer on offensive warfare. Asked by pressmen 
to explain, he pointed out that even in a war of de- 
fense the offensive was a vital tactical weapon. 

With their backs to the wall on the Palestine issue, 
in the sense that they know they are involving the 
government in broken pledges, the permanent off- 
cials in Whitehall’s foreign and colonial bureaus are 
today on the offensive against the Yishuv. While 
land, air, and naval formations are deployed in battle 
strength against unarmed refugees and civilians who 
do not wish to use their limited armament against 
Britain, the public relations units in London and 
Jerusalem alike are going all out to engage the 
British people against the Jewish hope. 

One thing above all the authorities have to fear— 
the sense of fair play very marked in the British 
public. To thwart the appeal to this, they try to paint 
Zionism as a powerful and sinister force and to tell 
the. story of events in Palestine in such a way that 
the Jewish community there looks to the newspaper 
reader to be much the same type as the new criminal 
class which is making daily life in the British Isles 
rather more violent than it was in pre-war calm. 


The White Paper 


A FANTASTIC little museum of nine anonymous tele- 
grams and unconnected commentary, the White Pa- 
per was accepted by, the press with astonishing inno- 
cence. Journalists are popularly supposed to be hard- 
boiled skeptical people. They drank up the official 
interpretation of the White Paper documents like 
rustics. None of the obvious questions were asked— 
why no London addresses were quoted for the cables, 
why none of them appeared to have been answered, 
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what they would really mean even if they were au- 
thentic. The White Paper asked the press to believe 
that the Jewish Agency had assumed direction of the 
terror, and most of the press consented to believe. 
‘On this belief followed naturally the assumption 
that any action against the leadership in Palestine 
was deserved. Only that rare thing in modern jour- 
nalism, a paper like the New Statesman which does 
its own thinking and prints its views without sub- 
servience to directives, public or private, examined 
the White Paper critically. 

The New Statesman commented:— 

“The Jewish Agency, despite frequent mistakes, has 
followed the advice of Dr. Weizmann and has through- 
Out sought to persuade the British Government to take 
the action which alone would remove the causes of ter- 
rorism. The deadlock can only be broken down by a 
willingness on both sides to stop recriminations and to 
resume co-operation. To this end the release of the mem- 
bers of the Agency Executive, still held without charge, 
and a frank exchange of views between the Prime Min- 
ister and Dr. Weizmann—who has not been invited to 
Downing Street during his first week in London—would 
be an essential preliminary”. 

What the New Statesman thinks today, a certain 
liberal fraction of Britain—a slice of the teaching, 
medical, and scientific professions—will think to- 
morrow. Its influence is not negligible even in these 
days when alert minorities everywhere are candidates 
for the concentration camp rather than for ultimate 
office. But these efforts of liberal understanding were 
swamped a day or two later by the backwash of the 
King David catastrophe. 

On this damaging incident, in which the Jewish 
as well as the British community in Jerusalem lost 
some of its best men, the enemies of Zionism 
swooped, and took the chance to slander the Yishuv. 
Most men and women in this country cannot differ- 
entiate between the various groups and parties in 
Palestine. They take what they are told. They were 
largely given to understand that the Jews as a whole 
committed the bomb crime. And consequently they 
began to feel against the Yishuv the anger that re- 
spectable citizens naturally tend to feel against dis- 
turbers of the peace. 

The extent to which the press was willing, around 
this date, to brush highlights into the picture of Pal- 
estine terror may be estimated from the fact that the 
Times published a letter from Tewfiq Doss Pasha, 
arguing, on the basis of the knowledge of Jewish 
affairs which he gleaned from defending the Moyne 
assassins, that Zionists were probably responsible 
for the current bomb outrages im Egypt. 

However, even amid a press red-hot with indigna- 
tion at the King David deaths, there stood out com- 
mentators who, while condemning the event in un- 
mistakable terms, went to the root of the causes of 
the terror. The Manchester Guardian wrote that the 
real remedy for the terror was Jewish autonomy: 

“Dr. Weizmann and the moderate Jewish leaders will 
be able to regain control of the National Home only if 
they have something to show for it. Give the Jews a 
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small State of their own in part of Palestine, with full 
responsibility for government and the control of immi- 
gtation, and they will soon put down their terrorists and 
prove their political maturity. Give them. nothing and 
the terrorists will continue to drag the rest of the Jews 
to destruction”. 
The Evening Standard cartoonist David Low, watched 
by millions of Londoners daily, drew a pictorial in- 
terpretation of the terror marked by his usual bold- 
ness and perspicacity. A Jewish arm, strong and 
muscular in the Palestine way, reached out to take 
a Poona character by the collar and drag him into 
the shadows. On the opposite side of the road the 
historical disturbers of Britain, Ireland and India, 
looked on with benign interest. The caption read 
“Reprisals.” 


The Immigration Crisis 


“REPRISALS.” The title implies that some clear heads 
recognize that the present Whitehall policy means 
injustice’ to Jewish hopes and faith. Yet shortly after- 
wards, undeterred by criticism from the liberals, the 
Foreign Office began, through all publicity media, 
to lead up to the decision to divert refugee immi- 
grants from Palestine to Cyprus. With the regular 
exceptions of the Manchester Guardian and the New 
Statesman, few were the voices that dared protest 
against this action, or even against the misrepresenta- 
tions with which, in a 1500 word document of un- 
precedented unction and perversity, Whitehall vin- 
dicated its deed to the wondering world and unfor- 
giving history. 

Still strong in its defense of the Socialist cabinet, 
the Daily Mirror wrote on August 14th: 
“Illegal immigration— under shocking conditions — 
means that certain Eastern European countries, entirely 
ignoring their obligations, have been creating ease for 
themselves by making trouble for us. As the mandatory 
Power in Palestine, a job which no other country in the 
world wants to take on, we have plenty on our hands. 
It is intolerable that our difficulties should be wantonly 
and selfishly increased”. 
The conventional theses are here. The British reader 
is likely to feel grieved, reflecting as he lays his paper 
down that Britain is in Palestine, bearing the white 
man’s burden, for altruistic reasons. The Eastern 
European states are not carrying out their “obliga- 
tions.” The reader does not know that in return for 
the use of the hub of the Middle East, the mandatory 
has certain obligations, notably “to facilitate Jewish 
immigration.” It is quite possible that the writer did 
not know these things, for the Foreign Office has 
done little to publicize them. ; 

The Daily Mirror went on to congratulate the 
Government on taking “a firm line”: 

“The time has now come for us to get tough (Mirror's 
italics), and tough we must remain. The Government 
has discovered that by toughness at home many trouble- 
some situations were overcome. It is by toughness abroad 
that we shall gain respect and, what is more important, 
gain control of the situation in Palestine. We are tired ° 
of receiving kicks. Let us give some for a change”. 
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Again there is a gap between the argument and the 
reality. If a British Government tried to use at home 
one percent of the toughness it today uses in Pales- 
tine—emergency regulations, curfews, mass arrests, 
wholesale censorship, complete overrunning of civil 
liberties, the expeditious promulgation of new laws 
for oppression if they do not already exist to serve a 
given need—if one jot of these things were applied to 
the British public, all political parties would rise with 
common accord to secure redress. And the press 
would lead the fight. 


Specialist Comment 


OF COURSE, there are papers which realize that it is 
unfair to the public to put specialist questions in the 
hands of non-specialist writers, and who employ 
experts for regional questions. But these papers, too, 
have defended the Government’s immigration deci- 
sion. The Observer's correspondent, who had advance 
information of the government’s plans, evoked the 
hostile sentiments of readers by coining the phrase 
the “Jewish invasion of Palestine.” The Daily Tele- 
graph, applauding the stoppage of the refugee trickle, 
claimed that Britain had received 200,000 Jewish 
refugees during the war and asked how many U. S. A. 
had received—thus going one better than the Foreign 
Office statement, which-had only named “a large 
proportion” (actually about 50,000) of the refugees 
reaching Britain, as being Jews. 

Ata higher level came that type of comment which 
propounds alternative solutions for the refugees. 
These generous offers are sometimes destructive. 
For they ignore the fact that the refugees want to go 
to Palestine and nowhere else, and they disregard the 
failure of such previous experiments as South Ameri- 
can resettlement, European assimilation, and the like. 
Moreover, to some quite idealistic Britons unversed 
in Jewish history they look fair. 

The Times, which heavily censured the “frightful 
commerce” in refugees—as if the refugees wouldn't 
press towards Palestine even without aid—argued 
that the condition of a successful policy was that 
Britain and U. S. A. be 

“agreed in the determination to distinguish between the 

problem of Palestine and the obligation to relieve Jew- 

ish distress in Europe”. 
If the intimate connection between the European 
tragedy and the National Home is lost sight of, it 
will never be possible to have Palestine treated in 
terms of human need instead of international chess. 
No major organ except the Manchester Guardian 
shares and supports the Jewish attitude on this fun- 
damental issue. Yet only such radical understanding 
can lead to the ultimate critique of the Cyprus switch. 
The Manchester Guardian was able to expose the 
casuistry of the Government statement, exclaiming 
“When all is said, it was not the ‘unscrupulous’ Zion- 
ists who were responsible for the pogrom at Kielce any 


more than it was the Jews who built the gas-chambers at 
Maidanek”. 
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The curious thing is that the data from which this 
essential knowledge is derived are provided by the 
Times foreign staff as much as by the Guwardian’s. 
On August 5th the Tzmes printed a cable from Vien- 
na, which reported in detail on the flux of European 
refugees and showed that 
“It has been made clear enough here during the past 
few days that the life of the Jewish people in Eastern 
Europe is still very far from safe, and that the story of 
their persecution is not yet at an end.” 
Yet in the face of his own special news, the Times 
editorialist turns away from the facts and accepts the 
“permanent official” theses when he considers the 
immigration problem. 


The Daily Worker 


THESE notes have not often quoted the Daily 
Worker, organ of the British Communist Party. As 
the British Communists have a negative attitude to- 
wards Zionism, the paper has said Jittle about Pales- 
tine hitherto. In the present instance the Worker 
has come out in defense of the refugees. 

“Seeking security and a new life in their own com- 
munity these Jews will find that their journey’s end is 
yet another camp.” 

At the beginning of August the same paper printed 
a letter from two Jewish ex-service women, which 
gave a picture of present-day life in Palestine and 
asked “Is this possible—from a Labor Government?” 
They describe conditions in the curfew-bound towns 
and comment: 

“All this is said to be on the instructions of high 
authorities; we wonder if these authorities also give in- 
structions for the soldiers to use the rudest and most 
insulting language at all times in performing their duties, 
and to shout and threaten people as soon as they get 
near a window? These are not the Englishmen we knew 
in England, kind, considerate and polite. . . . 

“Coming back from C.M-F. we find Palestine looking 
like one big army camp, or rather like a daily demon- 
stration of military power—and instead of the late pass 
till 11 o'clock we used to get in the Army we are just 
allowed out from 6 a.m. to 6 p.m. now that we are 
civilians. 

“In Palestine today a paper would be closed down 
for publishing a letter like this. We hope you will pub- 
| ee 

The left-wing weekly Tribune, nearer to the official 
Labor Party than to Communism, tackled the gov- 
ernment ‘not on the human issue, but in terms of 
expense. Government leaders had said that a pro- 
Jewish policy in Palestine was too expensive’ in 
money and manpower, but the cost of an anti-Jewish 
policy was proving greater. 


What is Salvaged? 


IN THIs general wreckage of Jewish aspirations did 
the Government suggest to the Press that there was 
anything which might be salvaged? 

A small fragment, a piece of timber with a name 
on. 





ens 

















SEPTEMBER, 1946 


Responsible newspapers carefully stressed the 
retention of the “Jewish National Home.” Particu- 
Jarly striking was a Times leader. Addressed to the 
Arabs, it advised them on the approaches that could 
be made in the forthcoming conference, but reminded 
them specifically that they could not liquidate the 
National Home, which had come to stay. 

The National Home has meant different things 
at different periods and in the mouths of different 
speakers. If we are to judge from the contents of the 
Federal Plan, made known shortly after this editorial 
appeared, the significance of the name at the mo- 
ment was 15 percent of Palestine, or a slight diminu- 
tion of the 1939 White Paper arrangements, or 
certainly the minimum advance on present arrange- 
ments. 

Just as the press was mainly complaisant to Gov- 
ernment directive on immigration, so on the Federal 
Plan. It echoed official phraseology with blithe un- 
awareness of the realities. The Daily Mail shook Jews 
and Arabs by the hand:— 

“They now have a chance to prove the claim they 
have always made—their ability to govern themselves 
with wisdom and restraint.” 

Good words, only marred by the fact that the plan 
offered true self-government to neither Jews nor 
Arabs. The Daily Herald, the Government's own 
organ, was more guarded in its editorial wording, 
for it is very sensitive at the moment to the truth 
about Palestine; but it had to obey policy, and so 
in conciliatory tones it appealed to the communities 
to give the plan a trial. 

The Times and the Telegraph had special view- 
points. The Times has long tended to advocate Par- 
tition in the Peel sense of the term, and has published 
communications from Professor Coupland advocating 
it. In several comments on the Federal Plan, while 
unwilling to criticize the Government, it reverted 
to pure partition. In the Telegraph J. L. Garvin 
signed an article which concluded that “clean parti- 
tion” would be the cheapest way out for everybody 
concerned. No paper showed clearly that the Federal 
Plan is partition arranged on disadvantageous terms 
to the Jews. One or two papers, and particularly 
Richard Wyndham in the News of the World, showed 
in what way the Plan might be disadvantageous to 
the Arabs. 


America 


THE ARABS, however, have not been much in the 
picture in this.last period. The offensive against the 
Yishuv has consumed a great part of the Palestine 
columnage. Much of the residue has gone to Amer- 
ica’s share in the negotiations. 

White House interest in Palestine is now generally 
recognized here as a weighty factor. Sometimes it is 
attacked, especially on the lines of the argument that 
the President’s tenderness for Zionism is mainly elec- 
tioneering. Now and again it is suggested—and re- 
cently even by cartoonist Low in the Evening Stand- 
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ard—that the President is too free with advice over 
a British responsibility. But the more conspicuous 
reactions are of another type. Genuine people want 
urgent and active American co-operation with Brit- 
ain, because they see no other way of finding a suc- 
cessful workable solution. Some clever people want 
American money to help in the task of buying off 
Arab opposition, though they do not often go on to 
realize that if Arab opposition is to be bought off 
then they had better ask more than 15 percent of 
Palestine as commensurate with the sums involved. 

Some few people, even cleverer, perhaps find it 
useful to be able to hint that delays in finding a Pal- 
estine solution are the fault of American dalliance 
instead of British procrastination. Much time can 
elapse while messages go backwards and forwards 
between London and Washington, and time- consum- 
ing suits some old-fashioned politicians for whom a 
decision deferred is a victory won. 


Anti-Semitism 


AMID all the deferments and the spate of anti-Zionist 
news that accompanies them, there has grown a cer- 
tain amount of ill-feeling in Britain, which observers 
feel bound to describe as an ugly onset of anti-Semi- 
tism. In a tubetrain in north London, I saw a label 
gummed onto a window with anti-Semitic slogans 
pencilled in, coupling Jew-hatred with the day’s Pal- 
estine news. It is a dangerous trend. 

To resist it a respectable body of thought through- 
out the country, backed by a section of the Press and 
outspoken Members of Parliament, is up in arms. 
The Daily Mail featured an interview with Professor 
Brodetsky, in which he expounded the point of view 
of British Jewry. The News Chronicle correspondent 
in Jerusalem, after an initial period in which he ap- 
parently subscribed only to official opinion, suddenly 
began to see Palestine with his own clearer eyes, 
cabled home some frank accounts of the undemocratic 
ways of the Administration and of Army anti-Semi- 
tism, and the editor gave his stories a fair showing. 
The Daily Herald trenchantly criticized General 
Barker’s non-fraternization letter and trounced anti- 
Semitism in the finest Labor tradition. 

But still, circumstances look bad. The position of 
British Jewry is none too pleasant. With a few excep- 
tions, British Jews have reacted magnificently, closing 
their ranks and taking a fresh, vigorous interest in 
the campaign of defense of their kin in Palestine and 
Europe. Knowing that the best protection of a Jewish 
community is its forthright declaration of itself and 
the statement of its claims, British Jews are saying, 
in the words of Professor Brodetsky’s Daily Mail 
interview: 

“The world has fought for freedom. Jews have suf- 
fered more from lack of freedom than any other people. 
They have taken their full share in achieving the com- 
mon victory. Let the new world give freedom and se- 
curity to the homeless Jewish people as to all other 
sections of humanity.” 
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Jewish Chaplains : 
in the “Forgotten Theater 
(A Communication) 


by Samuel Horowitz 


HE CHINA-BURMA-INDIA (CBI) Theater was 

often referred to as the “Forgotten” Theater. Ever since 
the Japs were driven out of India and India became a non- 
combat area, it was natural for many troops to feel that 
the India-Burma Theater was serving no vital purpose and 
they were therefore more than normally home-sick. The 
rotation in service of these men took over 24 months as 
compared with other theaters which required 18 months. 
Yet the India-Burma theater had a very important function 
—in Services of Supply (SOS), it was the largest supply 
line in all military history. Its mission was to supply China 
with materiel, which was flown over the “Hump” while 
the Ledo Road and the Calcutta pipe line were being pre- 
pared by the Army Engineers. We also had huge air force 
and training centers. 

About 150-200 chaplains serviced the troops. Over 
10,000 men were Jews, and the maximum number of Jew- 
ish chaplains reached 9 in 1945. We covered over one- 
fourth of the earth. When I was appointed liaison officer 
for Jewish Chaplains in November 1944, I convened a 
conference of the six Jewish chaplains then in CBI to dis- 
cuss with the Theater-chaplains our mutual problems, with 
a view toward requisitioning additional Jewish chaplains. 
Much light was cast on the peculiar conditions under which 
our Jewish chaplains functioned in CBI, to wit:— 


1. Dispersion over Vast Areas. One peculiar feature of 
this Theater was that our men were scattered widely and 
in some cases thinly over vast distances. This necessitated 
the peculiar assignment of Jewish chaplains not to a man- 
ageable area but rather on the basis of a “pool” to enable 
them to service many areas. India itself is a vast sub-con- 
tinent, almost the size and shape of South America. The 
coverage of a Jewish chaplain varied from about 2,000 
miles of round trip per month to my 4,000 (later increased 
to 7,000) mile itinerary. My men were scattered from the 
Himalayas to Ceylon, and from Gaya (near Calcutta) to 
Karachi. 


2. Travel by Aw. Indian trains were exceedingly slow, 
averaging about 15-20 M.P.H. Asiatics are accustomed to 
a “camel's pace,” and time means nothing to them. A Jew- 
ish chaplain, therefore, for all practical purposes, had to 
depend exclusively upon air travel. Where there was no 
air transportation, I preferred an Army truck or jeep to a 
train. A distance of 150 miles took 4 hours by truck, 15 
hours by train. But air priorities were difficult and uncer- 
tain; therefore it was impossible to plan ahead. 


3. Allotment of Jewish Chaplains. Reference was made 
at our conference to an understanding with the Brickner 
Delegation (sent out to survey the situation) that the 
allotment of Jewish chaplains should be one per 1200 


THE article on “The Failure of Jewish Chaplaincy” by 
Harold U. Ribalow in the June 1946 issue of Jewish FRON- 
TIER was based to a large extent on experiences in the 
China-Burma-India (CBI) Theater. In the above com- 
munication, Chaplain Samuel Horowitz, a veteran of twenty 
months’ service in the Theater, where he acted as Assistant 
Theater Chaplain and Liaison for Jewish Chaplains, reports 
on the work in CBI. 
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Jewish personnel in the Theater. But it was difficult to 
ascertain the exact number or percentage of Jewish troops, 
because the Army does not record statistics of religious 
affiliation and many units were not prepared to submit 
their rosters for checking. The surest way was the hardest 
and took the longest,—finding out the number of Jews by 
personal contacts and individual registration cards, or by 
religious surveys conducted by non-Jewish post chaplains. 
Attendance at major holydays was no criterion, because 
many men came to any given service from other areas. 
Mere estimates were not acceptable to the Army as a basis 
for assigning Jewish chaplains, either. Only actual surveys 
reported by post chaplains were accepted, and few of these 
could be obtained. In some of my areas the Jewish ratio 
ranged from 5 percent to as high as 15 percent; but only 
4 percent was conceded by the Theater, because of the 
difficulty of obtaining exact figures throughout the Theater. 


4. Promotions and Rotations. The object of including this 
item on the agenda of our conference was to study the pos- 
sibility of anti-Semitism—just as the low number of Jew- 
ish chaplains in CBI made some of us suspicious, (“Now 
it can be told”). But happily we found no such discrimina- 
tion, The lack of promotions among Jewish chaplains was 
also based upon an understanding with the Brickner Dele- 
gation: since Jewish chaplains operated out of a “pool,” 
they were released from local administrative duties in order 
to service their men at vast distances. We were therefore 
assigned on Detached Service, which technically meant 
no promotions. One exception developed later on in my 
office at Theater Headquarters when in September 1945 
the new Table of Organization required a Majority. I offered 
it to a colleague who had been in the Theater the longest, 
but he was anxious to go home. The Theater Chaplain, 
anxious to have a Jewish chaplain obtain a promotion, 
then recommended one who had the most arduous as- 
signment. He finally accepted it reluctantly. 


5. Major Function of Jewish Chaplains. Jewish chaplains 
covering so many vast areas found it impractical to merely 
conduct Jewish Services in most places; instead, their chief 
function was to organize the men into Congregations which 
could conduct their own Services, often with the facilities 
and co-operation of the Christian chaplains stationed there. 
The Jewish chaplain thereafter served to stimulate and to 
inspire the men to carry on by his periodical visits. During 
the visit of the Brickner Delegation, it was stated that one 
visit in several months by a Jewish chaplain under these 
circumstances was considered quite within expectations. 
Most of us visited our major areas about once each month, 
and the other areas about once in two months, depending 
upon transportation and priorities, etc. Usually the chap- 
lain found able leaders whom he trained or guided to carry 
on in his absence. By and large the men proved self-reliant 
and conscientious. 


6. Community Resources. Without the religious supplies 
provided by the Jewish Welfare Board we would have been 
hopelessly handicapped. Twelve thousand miles away from 
home, there were hardly any local community resources 
available, except in Calcutta and Bombay, and here too 
much below standard. Bangalore’s leading Jewish family 
provided a Synagogue-hall with home-hospitality to Allied 
Jewish troops, serving Friday night dinners after services. 
About a hundred soldiers were also accommodated on each 
Seder night as well as in connection with some High Holy- 
day Services. This family employs a shokhet from Cochin, 
and so the meals were all strictly Kosher. The British chap- 
lain and I reimbursed them proportionately for the cost 
of the food. My JWB overseas fund made this possible. 
Elsewhere our major holyday dinners had to be held in 
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horels, or in Army officers’ messes, NCO clubs, EM clubs, 
etc., with Jewish sponsorships or subsidies. 

Unlike our Christian comrades, who were able to engage 
missionaries as Contract-Chaplains in the smaller instal- 
lations, we had no local rabbis anywhere in the CBI who 
could meet the needs of our men. Cantors merely chanted 
the Sephardic ritual and rarely could speak English. The 
Synagogue was usually in the Out-of-Bounds area, and 
many men felt reluctant to ask for passes from MP’s. Unless 
prompted by an American Jewish chaplain, most of our 
men rarely availed themselves of the resources of the local 
community. 


7. Religious Supplies and Priorities. From the standpoint 
of Jewish supplies provided by JWB, the CBI never was a 
“forgotten” theater. Only in two peculiar cases did it ap- 
pear “forgotten”, but the negligence occurred in India, 
not in U. S. A.: (1) My High Holyday Makhzorim in 
1944 did arrive in the Theater on time, but there was a 
‘slip-up at the unloading in Calcutta, and they therefore 
never reached me in Karachi. (2) Some of our matzohs 
last Passover arrived too late, although they had been 
shipped in advance. These matzohs were held up on ac- 
count of priorities which should have been issued in the 
Theater; but at that time there was no Liaison Jewish 
Chaplain to obtain these priorities. After my appointment 
as Liaison, I was authorized priorities only for the differ- 
ence between the amount already shipped out and that 
of our total needs, That differential arrived on time. The 
Jewish Welfare Board did better than its best by anticipat- 
ing our needs, but priorities were beyond its control mili- 
tarily and geographically. 


8. Climate and Health. With the exception of the few 
winter months the only pleasant part of the year, the heat 
during seven or eight months was almost unbearable. Cli- 
matically India must have been situated between Hades 
and Hell, with the temperature ranging or raging between 
115° in the shade if one could find shade, and 140° in the 
sun, Travel was most trying, physically, in such heat. 

Added to all these arduous conditions were also the phy- 
siological dangers due to filth and diseases prevalent in this 
part of the world. Fortunately the Army took all precau- 
tions, through inoculations and other preventives. But 
there were no inoculations against malaria, dysentery, or 
heat-exhaustion. 


CONCLUSION. Without the conscientious and able 
leadership discovered among our Jewish military personnel 
in the CBI, it would have been almost impossible for our 
chaplains to function successfully. Our.men reached spir- 
itual maturity during this war, partly as a result of the 
chaplains’ influence. When some of these men first came 
to us in USA camps at the beginning of their training, 
many were spiritually infantile: services had to be made 
“attractive” socially and gastronomically. Many came not 
so much for the “Hagadah” as for the “Kneidlakh” and 
“Kleidlakh”, while chaplains were hoping thus to develop 
a habit of attendance; “Mitokh shelo lishmah ba lishmah.” 
The men merely reflected their civilian life at home. Most 
of their problems in Camp were practical or military, while 
overseas they became essentially religious and spiritual. 
In most parts of the CBI no “attractions” were available, 
but the men attended services because they felt the spiritual 
need as well as the need for Jewish fellowship. Therefore, 
from a Jewish standpoint, our men have become self-re- 
liant, mature, and conscientious. It is my belief that when 
Our veterans are re-established in their communities, they 
will participate more actively in Jewish life, as many are 
already doing. 
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BOOKS 


FIVE FIGURES IN EUROPEAN NATIONALISM 


PROPHETS AND PEOPLES, STUDIES IN 
NINETEENTH CENTURY NATION- 
ALISM, by Hans Kohn, Macmillan 
Co., N. Y. 1946, 213 pages. 


The author’s idea of giving a cross- 
section of European political history 
in the form of a gallery of five por- 
traits of its intellectual leaders was a 
happy one. These portraits are: John 
“Stuart Mill (England), Michelet 
(France), Mazzini (Italy), Treitschke 
(Germany), and Dostoyevsky (Rus- 
Sia). 

Only an author who commands the 
sources—in the original languages— 
of the whole current of 19th century 
nationalism could have given such a 
vivid pulsating picture, in all its de- 
tails. It is a splendidly written book, 
which does not press its avalanche of 
ideas upon the reader. It often invites 
objections and contrary opinions, de- 
spite the fact that behind it there is a 
deep conviction: the central idea that 
national self-determination and full 
State sovereignty must always remain 
conditioned by higher values of moral 
duty and liberty. 

Not all the five “prophets” are equal- 
ly close to modern political conditions 
in Europe. Every country has its own 
pace and coefficient of historic activity; 
therefore the contemporary significance 
of each of the “prophets” mentioned is 
different. Only two are really close to 
our times, John Stuart Mill and 
Treitschke. Both of them died in the 
early 1870's. In the years which have 
passed since that period, England— 
despite tremendous dangers which 
brought her to the brink of total dis- 
aster—still continues on the lines of 
liberal democracy and parlamentarian 
relativity which were defended by J. S. 
Mill. Germany, in the meantime, has 
developed from a moderate dualistic 
monarchy, granting restricted freedom 
and Bismarckian social legislation to 
her subjects, in the direction of nation- 
alism—not diminished but augmented 
by the defeat of 1918—straight into 
the chasm of the racist mania grand- 
tosa Anno Domini 1945, True, even 
Treitschke recognized no moral re- 
straint in international relations: in 
the 1860's he proclaimed that Kant’s 
ideal of perpetual peace was not only 
impossible but immoral as well. Still 
this prophet, who lived to see the uni- 
fication of Germany under the Prus- 
sian king, could never have gone so 
far as Nazism did. 

For seventy years after their death, 
Mill and Treitschke remained the most 


typical representatives of political 
thought in their respective countries. 
England, despite her evolution from 
Victorianism to moderate semi-social- 
ism, remained the country of political 
and social compromise. Germany re- 
mained consistent even in higher de- 
gree in her insistence upon national- 
ism. From Treitschke to Hitler there 
is an uninterrupted chain of men who 
were unreservedly waived to liberal 
heritage of Germany's past. If Treit- 
schke reached the degree of negating 
Kant's ideal of Perpetual Peace, Hitler 
went a step farther and turned Kant’s 
Critique of Pure Reason into his own 
Critique of Pure Blood, with the sup- 
port, consent, or connivance of many 
of the university philosophers of 
Weimar Germany. 

It might have been emphasized that, 
in the two decades preceding 1848 and 
for some short time thereafter, there 
still remained a much greater political 
consensus between England, France 
and Germany than at any later time. 
Professor Kohn cites two liberal books: 
Mill’s essay “On Liberty” and E. 
Laboulaye’s French study: “L’état et 
ses limites” (p. 110); but he could 
have added a third, German, essay in 
the same tradition by Wilhelm von 
Humboldt: “Ideen zu einem Versuche 
die Grenzen der Wirksamkeit des 
Staates su bestimmen.” This would 
have shown that in the 1830's, pre- 
Prussian, non-unified Germany was 
much more liberal and closer to the 
West than in the last third of the 19th 
century. It was none other than 
Treitschke who tried to overcome the 
Humboldtian liberalism in the name 
of the nationalistic aim of a mightier 
and greater Germany. 

* * * 


Farther removed from the present 
time are the three “prophets” of France, 
Italy and Russia. 

At first, Michelet (like his collab- 
orator and friend Quinet) admired 
German philosophy of history and its 
German thought generally. In England 
he saw only the hereditary enemy of 
France (pp. 48 and 52). In the later 
years, however, Michelet and his Quinet 
changed their evaluation of Germany, 
warning of a Prussia which slowly 
urged Germany from the rear to the 
destruction of the old kingdom of the 
Franks (p. 74). But the phenomenon 
Michelet most feared was the purely 
negative anti-feudal character of the 
French Revolution which led not only 
to a rift between classes but to the “de- 
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cline of the ruling class, the bour- 
geoisie,” and consequently to the weak- 
ening of the French government and 
power. In the light of the events of 
1940, this warning seems a real pro- 
phetic vision. 


In other respects his thought proved 
less lasting. France, even before the 
First World War, moved far away from 
the liberal democracy and _ political 
approach of Michelet. Michelet’s “gos- 
pel of equality,” based on the Revolu- 
tion of 1789, did not stand the test’ of 
time although modern France is slowly 
but definitely coming back—after 
years of Nazi occupation and social 
radicalism—to the basic principles of 
her Declaration of Rights of 1789. 

The essay on Mazzini is a remarkable 
study of the essence of Italian liberal 
nationalism. Dr. Kohn stresses that 
Mazzini “never regarded nationality as 
an end; it was for him only a means to 
a higher purpose.” According to Maz- 
zini nations are only the individuals of 
humanity. He even concedes that the 
“fatherland, sacred today, will perhaps 
some day disappear, when every man 
shall reflect in his own conscience the 
moral laws of humanity” (pp. 92-93). 
It is therefore clear that Mazzini is 
very far from the Fascist nationalist 
“sacro egoismo,” and that he is not the 
prophet of Fascist Italy. Nevertheless, 
some of his ideas, like compulsory 
democratic national education, his re- 
jection of federalism or constitutional 
monarchy, if divested of their ethical 
and libertarian content, could have 
been, and actually were, turned into a 
forge of Fascism. 

The remotest “prophet” in the book 
is perhaps Dostoyevsky, although he 
died as late as January 1881. This is 
the case not only because Russia has 
since that time gone through three rev- 
olutions (1905, March 1917, Novem- 
ber 1917), two world wars, and a tre- 
mendous industrial and cultural de- 
velopment, in the wake of which all 
the heroes and social types of Dostoy- 
evsky have faded into oblivion. An ad- 
ditional reason is that Dostoyevsky 
cannot be compared in representative 
standing with Kohn’s prophets of the 
other nations, he was not the recog- 
nized champion of the people's cause 
in Russia. Dostoyevsky was first of all 
a novelist and psychologist and a man 
of mystic approach, who did not go 
through the political schooling of a 
Michelet or Treitschke, and who did 
not actually participate in shaping the 
historical destiny of his country like 
Mazzini.. His deep intuition was not 
always tamed by reflection and, accord- 
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He made 


millions laugh... 


And now, with the publication 
eae of THE OLD COUNTRY, Americans too 
can enjoy the fine juicy humor of 





HOLOM ALEICHEM is one 
Sor the great humorists of 
<-, modern times. His wonderful 
stories have made millions 
laugh. His books have been 
best-sellers in Europe for 
many years. They have been 
translated from the original 
Yiddish into German, Rus- 
sian, French, even Japanese and Esperanto. And yet, the 
amazing fact is that THE OLD COUNTRY represents the first 
opportunity for most Americans to enjoy his humor. 

These stories about The Old Country represent Sholom 
Aleichem at his best. They will make you laugh as you have 
never laughed before, yet they will touch you deeply, too. 
For Sholom Aleichem had the kind of genius that happens 
seldom. Not only are his writings permeated with a genuine 
and wise love of people—he was the mind of his people, 
their heart, their wisdom and above all their perfect idiom. 






In THE OLD COUNTRY you will find the gayest and ten- 
derest stories, the cockeyed, preposterous, tragic and lov- 
able characters that are immortal in world literature: 


TEVYE, THE DAIRYMAN, a sort of country cousin of 
Micawber, but a little luckier. 












MENACHEM MENDEL, the sharp and ubiquitous mar- 
riage broker and manipulator, whose talent for muffing op- 
portunities and for being inevitably, inexorably lost in the 
shuffle makes him the great granddaddy of all “‘schlemiehls”’. 


MAIER AND SCHNAIER, who, like Mike and Ike, look 
disastrously alike . . . and the little boy who shouted, “Hur- 
ray, I’m an orphan” . . . and the aged gentleman who jour- 
neyed on foot to Paris to sell Rothschild the Secret of Eternal 
Life . .. the story of the clock that struck thirteen . . . and the 
terrifying tale of the goat that was possessed by a demon. 


Sholom Aleichem has been variously called ‘another 
Mark Twain”, “‘a modern Dickens”, “‘a latter-day Heine”. 
But he is none of these things. He is like no one else. He is 
unique and there is no way properly to describe his quality. 


Here are the stories. Read them yourself. 


The Old Country 


Translated, and with an introduction by 
JULIUS and FRANCES BUTWIN 


Just published, 448 pages, $3.00. At all bookstores 
CROWN PUBLISHERS, 419 Fourth Ave., N.Y. 16 





JEWISH FRONTIER 
ANTHOLOGY 


A small number 
of copies are 
still available 

















CHARLES A. BEARD 
calls it: — 


“An informing document for all 
civilized persons now interested, 
of necessity, in what is called the 
Jewish problem.” 

Here are 576 pages of thoughtful, 
scintillating writing by the elite of 
the World of Letters. 





THE JEWISH FRONTIER 
' ANTHOLOGY 


The selected gems of a great jour- 
nal of thought. Articles by: — 
Norman Angell 
Dorothy Thompson 
Leon Blum Carl J. Friedrich 
David Ben Gurion 
Justice Robert H. Jackson 
SholomAsch Hayim Greenberg 
Jacob J. Weinstein 
and many others 
“The very highest standard in 
modern journalism...must appeal 
to Gentile no less than Jew.” 
Lewis Mumford 
“A bright mirror reflecting the life 
of a decade. Marvin Lowenthal 


On sale only by the publisher 





Cloth bound, 576 pages 
Price—$2.50, postage prepaid 
Send check or money order to 

Jewish Frontier & _* 
45 E. 17 St., New York 3, N.Y. 














ing to most of his biographers, he was 
entirely unprepared by education and 
experience even for the political tasks 
he took upon himself in his monthly 
The Journal of an Author. 
Nevertheless in his two novels The 
Brothers Karamazov and The Possessed 


there are paftts which are a kind of, 


prediction of the social revolution of 
1917. The weakness of Russia’s inex- 
perienced anti-autocratic liberalism 
and the recklessness of its unripe rad- 
icalism were revealed by Dostoyevsky 
with prophetic clairvoyance, in defiance 
of the optimistic hopes shared by the 
entire opposition to Czarism. What 
Dostoyevsky tried to reach was a syn- 
thesis between the Westerners and 
Slavophiles. For this reason, despite 
his own Utopian socialist past, he was 
inclined to attack the Left more than 
the Right. It is, in general, correct 
when Kohn says about the Russian 
prophet: “The man who felt such a 
deep regard and pity for sinners showed 
not the slightest tolerance for political 
adversaries” (p. 145). And still de- 
spite his vehement love for Holy Rus- 
sia and his nationalist attacks on Ger- 
mans, Poles, and particularly Jews, he 
nevertheless honestly tried to remain 
on the humanitarian level. In plain 
contradiction to some of his anti- 
Semitic writings and remarks, Dostoy- 
evsky insisted in his open letter to A. 
Kovner (printed in 1883) that he is 
“by no means an enemy of Jews and 
never was one.” For Dostoyevsky, in 
his famous “Speech,” the Byron of 
Russia, Alexander Pushkin, was the 
ideal pattern, because he typified the 
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eternally unsatisfied seeker, wanderer, 
and martyr for the sake of the brother- 
hood of nations, classes, and men. 

Russian political prophecy of the 
1870's and 1880's was rather of a col- 
lective character, with major and minor 
prophets. Dr. Kohn wisely added to 
Dostoyevsky the political writer, Nich- 
olas Danilevsky, the famous author of 
Russia and Europe. He should have 
added also for the sake of completeness 
the well known “westerner” and liberal 
professor, Alexander Gradovsky, who, 
in his The Nationalities Question in 
History and Literature (1873) and 
other essays, showed himself to be the 
only liberal Russian prophet of a 
“multinational” solution for the future 
Russia. 

* * * 

This review should not be concluded 
without drawing attention to the notes 
to the respective chapters of the book 
which are printed separately after the 
text. These notes have nothing in com- 
mon with the usual footnotes often 
made inserted of pedantry or scholastic 
vanity. Professor Kohn’s annotations 
are useful for purposes of study and 
research. They give valuable excerpts 
of numerous books, articles, and poems 
widely dispersed in space and time 
concerning basic problems touched in 
the text of the book. The abundance 
and the good choice of the material 
are indeed remarkable. The only criti- 
cism which might be made is that 
many of the quotations are given in 
the original French, Italian, or German 
without an English translation. 

MAX M. LASERSON 


THE CULTURE OF SLAUGHTER 


HITLER’S PROFESSORS. THE PART OF 
SCHOLARSHIP IN GERMANY’S CRIMES 
AGAINST THE JEWISH PEOPLE. By 
Max Weinreich. Yiddish Scientific 
Institute-Yivo, New York. 291 pp. 
Some American soldiers who ar- 

rived in Germany after V-E Day were 

deeply impressed by the Germans’ re- 
markable cleanliness—in marked con- 
trast to their somewhat supercilious 
attitude towards other nations —in- 
cluding Allied nations—among whom 
plumbing was not quite up to par. 
These gullible G.I.’s who, on such evi- 
dence, are inclined to think that Hitler 
and the Hitlerites can’t have been 
so bad, after all, ought to have been 
shown the ante-room to the gas cham- 
ber at Oswiecim—if we permitted this 
monumentum aere perennius to stand 

—which was adorned with inscrip- 

tions like “Observe cleanliness! Don’t 

forget soap and towel!” Indeed, the 

Germans were so fanatical about clean- 

liness that they did not waste any 

human fats, but produced soap from 


them; and they were so devoid of any 
prejudices of the liberal era that they 
mentioned this production in an offi- 
cial document without any indignant 
comment whatsoever! 

These two facts are culled from a 
book which may help destroy one of 
the pillars of defeated Germany’s 
strength, may wipe out a myth as 
dangerous as was that of German in- 
vincibility, namely, the legend of the 
innocence and aloofness of German 
scholarship. Dr. Weinreich’s pains- 
takingly accurate and well-annotated 
volume shows clearly that the Allies 
have so far failed to deal properly with 
the Nazi criminals who disguised 
themselves as professors. The number 
of Nazi professors who were arrested 
and tried like common SS murderers 
is negligible, although legal grounds 
for prosecuting are contained in the 
law of every country which punishes 
the instigator of a crime no less than 
the person who actually commits it. 
The first Declaration on the punish- 
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ment of war criminals, signed by the 
United Nations in January, 1942 calls 
for the “punishment through the chan- 
nel of organized justice of those guilty 
and responsible for these crimes, 
whether they have ordered them, per- 
petrated them or in any way partici- 
pated in them” (Italics mine. A. W.) 

Actually, some of these criminals 
posts. At the University of Munich, 
were even permitted to retain their 
for instance, a course on race theories 
still is being given by Prince Wilhelm 
Karl von Isenburg, who introduced 
the course known as “Rassenkunde, 
Sippenforschung and Genealogie”’ into 
the University in 1935. I can see the 
people responsible for this and sim- 
ilar dangerous blunders shrug their 

* shoulders: “What can we do? We can’t 
dismiss thousands of scholars with long 
educational experience, since we 
haven't sufficient progressive teachers 
to replace them.” 

The Nazis were not squeamish about 
replacing more than one third of the 
entire Professorenschaft by fanatical 
Hitlerites (most of those who were 
dismissed were “non-Aryans”). But in 
1919—as in 1945—whatever reac- 
tionary professors were ready to pay 
lip-service to the new system were 
permitted to continue to poison the 
youth with their pan-German, im- 
perialist, anti-labor, and anti-Jewish 
doctrines. It is true that the Republican 
constitution of Germany, drafted by 
the democrat, Hugo Preuss (a Jew), 
and adopted by the National Assembly 
of Weimar in 1919, contained the 


lofty paragraph 148 which urged edu- | 


cators to work in the spirit of recon- 
ciliation of all nations and avoid 
teaching any doctrines that might hurt 
the feelings of any person. But the so- 
called Weimar Coalition, which ruled 
Germany at that time, failed to see to 
it that this paragraph 148 was put into 
practice! 

Dr. Weinreich goes back to that era 
when Germany tried democracy, in 
order to demonstrate that Nazi science 
started much earlier than 1933. The 
Nobel Prize Winners, Pilipp Lenard 
and Johannes Stark, eulogized Hitler 
and attacked the “Jewish physics” of 
Einstein as much as twenty years ago. 
Science which, in the Middle Ages, had 
been “ancilla theologiae,” the hand- 
maiden of theology, had since the 17th 
century sunk—at least in the state-con- 
trolled universities of Prussia—to the 
status of a handmaiden of tyranny, 
when the schools of higher learning 
were made to train loyal servants of 
the monarchs. Many of the 200-odd 
scholars indicted through Dr. Wein- 
teich’s volume, served under the Re- 
public, or even under the Kaiser. They 
include such famous people as the au- 
thorities on genetics and eugenics, 
Erwin Baur, Eugen Fischer and Fritz 





Lenz; the philosophers Alfred Baeum- 
ler (an authority on Bachofen and 
Nietzsche) and Martin Heidegger (a 
pupil of the Jew, Eugen Husserl, and 
one of the fathers of Existentialism) ; 
the geographer, Ewald Banse; the geo- 
politician, Karl Haushofer; the jurists, 
Otto Koellreutter and Carl Schmitt; 
and the Protestant theologian, Gerhart 
Kittel. Blasting our wishful thinking 
that the Nazi scientists were chiefly 
dilettantes who usurped academic jobs 
in 1933, Dr. Weinreich asserts that 
they were “to a large extent people of 
long and high standing, university pro- 
fessors and academy members, some 
of them world-famous, authors with 
familiar names and guest lecturers 
abroad, the kind of people Allied 
scholars used to meet and fraternize 
with at international congresses. . . 
If the products of their research work, 
even apart from their rude tone, strike 
us as unconvincing and hollow, this 
weakness is due not to inferior train- 
ing but to the mendacity inherent in 
any scholarship that overlooks or open- 
ly repudiates all moral and spiritual 
values and, by standing order, knows 
exactly its ultimate conclusions well in 
advance.” 

The present volume deals almost 
exclusively with the Nazi scientists’ 
contributions to the slaughter of six 
million Jews, although it mentions the 
attempts to annihilate the Lettish peo- 
ple through Germanization ("“Ein- 
deutschung”) and the Poles partly 
through Germanization, partly through 
extinction (“Ausmerzumg’). Huge 
sums were spent on the establishment 
of Institutes for the study of the 
“Jewish Question,” where the intel- 
lectual weapons were forged with 
which the morale of the Germans was 
undermined and any mental resistance 
broken. Similar anti-Jewish research 
institutions on German models were 
set up in Italy, France, Lithuania, Cro- 
atia, Hungary, and elsewhere. “Inter- 
national” anti-Semitic congresses of 
scholars were held, the last in 1944, 
and even the honest, “unpolitical” 
Wehrmacht employed scholars to poi- 
son the soldiers’ minds. 

If some of these professors in- 
dulged in inconsistenties and contradic- 
tions, these “slips” were more often 
than not the outgrowth of cynicism 
rather than stupidity. The same pro- 
fessor might, on one occasion, accuse 
the Eastern European Jews of being 
capitalist exploiters, and on another, 
condemn them for being the “worst” 
proletariat. When Iraq’s Fascist Prime 
Minister asked Professor Walter Gross, 
director of the Racial Policy Office of 
the Nazi Party, whether Germany con- 
sidered the Arabs inferior like the 
Jews, Dr. Gross hurriedly appeased 
him by saying that the term “Anti- 
Semitism” was inappropriate, that the 
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“Semitic-Arab” peoples, languages, and 
cultures were always the object of “af- 
fectionate interest” on the part of Ger- 
man scholarship, and that the Arabs 
were “members of a high-value race,” 
entirely different from the “unhar- 
monious” Eastern Oriental, Mediter- 
ranean Jew-people.” 

A cynic has been defined as a man 
who knows the price of everything, 
and the value of nothing. The German 
scientists who planned the extermina- 
tion camps of Oswiecim and Maid- 
anek, and those who went there to use 
the victims as guinea pigs for abso- 
lutely worthless experiments, certainly 
did not know the value of human life 
and happiness: 

“Dr. Koenig, an aspiring surgeon, 
was fond of amputations and used to 
cut off limbs which could have healed 
without surgery within a week or two; 
then the patients were SB’ed. Koenig, 
furthermore, engaged in mass experi- 
ments on the effect of electric current 
on the human brain and this way, too, 
disposed of many inmates. Dr. Thiele, 
together with a Dr. Fischer, without 
looking much for indications, con- 
ducted operations of hernia. Dr. En- 
dres, as soon as an inmate complained 
of pain in the stomach, carried out a 
so-called gastroenterostomy. Most of 
the operated upon died on the opera- 
tion table; if not, they were gassed 
afterwards.” 

However, the “humorous” touch is 
not completely lacking. A Dr. Joseph 
Mengele who used to send wholesale 
transports to the gas chambers imme- 
diately on their arrival, happened to 
be interested in the studies of twins: 

“Prisoners who worked at the re- 
ception tracks sometimes managed to 
whisper to the new arrivals about Dr. 
Mengele’s racial-biological research. In 
no time children who somewhat re- 
sembled each other were brought to- 
gether and taught new names, and then 
they introduced themselves to the Ger- 
mans with the formula: “We are twins.’ 
Usually they were put aside for Dr. 
Mengele’s studies and part of them 
have survived. How many real twins 
there were among the alleged two hun- 
dred children whom Mengele collected 
nobody knows.” 

Did these devils not fear that, some 
day, after the collapse of the Nazi 
Reich—which was conceded as a pos- 
sibility, if not probability, even by die- 
hard Nazis—they would be called to 
account for their misdeeds? They prob- 
ably remembered how they themselves, 
or their predecessors, had been treated 
with kid-gloves in 1919; and besides, 
they would have protested against be- 
ing linked with any crimes whatso- 
ever: 


“Even after the war is over, they 
most certainly feel that ‘no blot falls 
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on the right cause,’ as one of them... 
has put it. And should the prosecution 
insist on indicting them, their alibi, 
in their own opinion, would be com- 
plete. Did they soil their hands in 
blood? No Dudley Roberts test would 
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discover any traces. Did they admin- 
ister the poison? By no means, they 
only wrote the prescription. When 
Professor Dr. Walter Frank, at that 
time the standard bearer of anti-Jewish 
research in 1941, was received in au- 
dience by Field Marshal Keitel, the 
communique stressed the contribution 
‘to the spiritual conduct of the war.’ 
Professor Dr. Walter Grundmann de- 
fined the aims of his institute as devel- 
oping certain ‘scientific conclusions.’ 
Professor Dr. Karl Clauberg at Os- 
wiecim also was interested solely in 
developing new ways in medicine and 
nobody probably would be rude enough 
to suggest to scholars of such inten- 
tions that they introduce cancer tissue 
into the uteri of their own wives and 
sisters first. Thus anyone will have to 
admit that while German scholarship 
advocated and backed the extinguish- 
ment of eternally hostile forces, which 
had forced the war upon Germany, 
they had emphasized, as the Fuehrer 
did, the primacy of spiritual values.” 

The author of this most informative 
volume did not raise the question why 
German scientists and scholars—with 
a few execptions—willingly collab- 
orated with the Nazis; perhaps this 
problem was beyond the scope of his 
work. The answer is not easy, for many 
factors contributed to the phenomenon 
of uniformed Yes-men, devoting them- 
selves to polishing up the ideas con- 
tained in Mein Kampf. Perhaps a key 
to the cowardly treason of the German 
intellectuals can be found in a book, 
completed by Marx and Engels ex- 
actly one hundred years ago. In Die 
deutsche Ideologie they assailed the 
German philosophy which comes down 
from heaven to earth (“welche vom 
Himmel auf die Erde herabsteigt’), 
while their own theory attempted to 
make an ascent from earth to heaven: 
“We set out from real, active human 
beings, and from their actual vital 
processes we demonstrate the devel- 
opment of the ideological reflexes and 
echoes of this vita] process.” Long be- 
fore 1933 “real, active human beings” 
had ceased to interest German profes- 
sors, for these men, “top dogs in a 
well-ordered-hierarchy,” as one of their 
American colleagues put it, kept away 
from the masses, were deaf to the 
beatings of a human heart. Let us not 
forget the patriotic Studienraete who, 
in 1914, urged teen-agers to enlist in 
specially formed pupils’ battalions— 
they ought to have been called “suicide 
battalions,” for their members, thou- 
sands of German kids, were uselessly 
mowed down at Langemarck, Belgium. 
There is a direct line leading from 
these Ph.D.’s to Hitler’s professors who 
dipped their fountain pens in the blood 
of six million slaughtered Jews. 


ALFRED WERNER 
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